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own accord, prescribed the limits of our claims in 
this territory, beyond which we have not denied 
the rights of Great Britain. The second is, that 
the course uniformly pursued by our predecessors 
jn all their negotiations on this subject, is recom- 
mended to our observance by the singular and ex- 
traordinary concurrence of all the various claims 
under which we assert the title to this territory in 
the limits which have been so fixed. 

Mr. President, before submitting these two prop- 
ositions to a very brief examination, it is necessa- 
ry to remove an objection which was stated by the 
Senator from Missouri, who sits near me. These 
limitations of our title, to which I refer, were, in 
the view of that Senator, propositions of compro- 
mise, by which we are not now bound, inasmuch 
as they were not acted upon or rejected. The 
Senator invoked a rule of evidence applicable to 
the business before an ordinary tribunal of justice, 


which forbids offers made or attempts ata settle- | 


mentof a dispute to be offered in court as evidence. 


The rule is truly stated by the Senator from Mis- | 


souri: it rests on the obvious principle that a man 
should be permitted to purchase peace without the 
failure of his specific offers; and if this wasa case 
between us and Great Britain, which was pending 


before a tribunal competent to decide between us, | 
: 


it would not rest with Great Britain to adduce as 
evidence of our relinquishment of our title these 
offers of compromise on our part. But, sir, thatis 
not our position. We are not now before a tribu- 
nal competent to decide between us, and these ref- 
erences were not made in a spirit adverse to our 
claims. 
of the parties to the controversy. We are confer- 
ring among ourselves as to the extent to which it 
is right and proper to assert our claims to this ter- 
ritory. In such a position, advising among our- 
selves, as the representatives of one of these parties, 
as to the extent to which we ought to assert our 
title, and looking to the duties such an assertion 
would impose on us, it is fit and proper to consider 
what has been done by those of our predecessors 
who have been engaged in the matier; and not 
alone what they have done, but the grounds on 
which they have acted, and that we make that 
examination under the conviction that it is neither 
fit nor proper we should, for light reasons, de- 
part from the principles on which they have uni- 
formly acted. Sir, national consistency is an ele- 
ment quite as efficient as national honor to main- 
tain our rights. Admitting that the rule of the 
Senator from Missouri was applicable in this 
case, and that our position is such as to require 
us to look at the conduct of our predecessors, 
national consistency requires that we should not 
depart from the course they adopted, without 
strong reasons for doing so. Now, sir, I do 
not propose to enter into a minute examination 


of the various negotiations which have taken | 


place in reference to our title to Oregon. The 
proposition I shall maintain is, that in almost 
every negotiation, from the earliest down to a re- 
cent period, we have, of our own accord, prescribed 


our Government—have prescribed a limit, beyond 
which it was not disposed to assert its title to Ore- 
gon, I repeal, we cannot, but upon strong grounds, 
Justify our departure from the limits which we have 
of our own accord laid down. Now, sir, what I 
desire to say on this subject—and I ask the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the references I am about to 
make, without going into the whole of the negotia- 
tions on this question, because they seem not to 
have attracted the attention to which they are en- 
titled—the proposition I wish to make to the Sen- 
ate is this: that from the earliest stage of negotia- 
tions, without looking throuch all the territory and 
contesting any claims made by Great Britain there, 
our apprehensions have been directed to the inter- 
ference of Great Britain with the claims we assert 
to certain limits. ‘This is found in the earliest de- 


| spatch I have been able to find of the Se cretary of 


Weare here as the representatives of one || 


State to Messrs. Gallatin and Rush: 

“The new pretensions, however, of disputing 
our title to the settlement of the mouth of the Co- 
lumbia river, either indicates a design on their 
part to encroach by new settlements of their own 
upon the 49th parallel of latitude, south of which 
they have no valid claim upon this continent, or 
it manifests a jealousy of the United States—n 
desire to check the provress of our settlements, of 
which it might have been supposed that expe- 
rience would, before this day, have relieved 
them. Their projects for the line, both in the 
negotiation of Messrs. Monroe and Pinkney, in 
1806, and at Ghent, in 1814, were to take the 49th 
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west, as far as the territories of the United Slaies 
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extension to the South sea, or beyond the Stony 
mountains; upon which two observations are to 
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the indefinite limit of extension ‘as far as the ter- 
ritories extend,’ to the territories of the United 
States, and not to those of Great Britain, leaving 
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south of latitude 49.” 


Now, from this it appears that the apprehension 
which existed in the mind of the American nego- 
tiator was not that our claims would be brought 


i . . a . . «| 
into conflict with those of Great Britain north of | 
latitude 49°—hbeyound that parallel no claim was | 
asserted; but that Great Britain might be disposed | 


to interfere south of that parallel; and, by seeking 
to extend the line south of that parallel, to reserve 


| a nest-ere that might be used thereafter. 


Mr. JARNAGIN. 
Mr. BERRIEN. 


W hat is the date of that? 
Its date is 1818. I have al- 


| ready said, sir, that this restraint which has been 
| imposed by our own Government, was not always 


} ' . . . 
er. in the form of an offer of compromise 


’ 


out as a demarcation of limits. For this purpose, 


| I refer to this proposal of Gallatin and Rush in the 


limits to our title, beyond which we have not de- || 


nied that of Great Britain. 
will, it seems to me, show that we cannot, without 
consistency, or throwing an imputation on those 


If that shall appear, it | 


who have gone before us, depart from the course | 


laid down. I desire that it may be considered that 
we are in this day the agents of this Government; 


and although the agents have changed, the Gov- | 


ernment remains the same. The same Government 
that prescribed these limits is the same in behalf 
of which we are to decide this case. Official in- 
cumbents change, but Government remains the 
same, Chateaubriand said, in pronouncing the eu- 


logy of a French monarch—availing himself of the | 
opportunity of hailing the accession of another: | 


“The king is dead! let the nation mourn. The 


ra jlives ¢ let the nation rejoice. The king is 
ead: 


That lan 


petuity o flice of the Chief Magistrate, how- 
ever temporary the office of the incumbent. That 
illustration is a plicable to the office of the Chief 
Magistrate of this Union. If our predecessors— 


33 


The king lives! Long live the king!” | 
guage was intended to illustrate the per-_ 
the o 


structions I have just read. 


same negotiations, made in consequence of the in- 


Here is the proposal 
of the American commissioners, page 384: 


“It is agreed that a line drawn due north or 


|, south, as the case may require, from the most 
| ‘northwestern point of the Lake of the Woods, | 
‘until it shall intersect the forty-ninth parallel of | 


‘north latitude, and from the point of such inter- 
* section, due west, along and with the said paralle!, 
‘ shall be the line of demarcation between the ter- 
‘ritories of the United States and those of his 


‘ Britannic Majesty to the westward of the said | 


‘lake; and that the said line shall form the north- 
‘ern boundary of the said territories of the United 
‘ States, and the southern boundary of his Britan- 
‘nic Majesty’s said territories from the said lake 


‘ to the Pacific ocean; it being, however, distinctly | 


‘understood that, with respect .to the territories 


|| ‘situated on the northwest coast of America, or 
‘ westward of the Stony mountains, the two high | 
‘contracting parties intend hereby to define the | 
|| extent of their respective claims so far only as 


| * relates to the two parties, and without reference 


| * to the claims of any other nation.” 
| Mr. BREESE here inquired if the extract read 


parallel of latitude, from the Lake of the Woods | 


extend in that direction, with a caveat acainst its | 


be made: first, that it is uncertain whether any | 
part of the Lake of the Woods is in latitude 49; | 
‘and, secondly, that they always affected to apply 


a nest-egg for future pretensions, on their part, | 


referred to a period before we acquired the Span- 


i\ ish title. 


Mr. BERRIEN. It is mv purpose, as soon as 
I finish the reading of the documents to which I 
propose to refer, to advert to that subject, and give 
it all the consideration it seems to require. 

Mr. WEBSTER inquired the date of the docu 
ments referred to by Mr. B. 

Mr. BERRIEN. The 20th of October, 1818. 

That proposal was brought into operation mn the 
treaty of joint occupancy between the two nations, 
leaving the residue unprovided for. Here is the 
proposition of the British commissioner, page 191: 

‘* And in order to prevent any disputes as co the 
territorial rights of either of the contracting par 
ties on the northwest coast of America, or any- 
where to the westward of the Stony mountaims, it 
is agreed that so much of the said country as hes 
between the fortv-fifth and forty-pinth parallels 
of latitude, together with its harbors, bays, and 
crecks, and the navigation of all rivers within the 
‘same, shall be free and open to the subjects and 
citizens of the two States respectively, for the 
purpose of trade and commerce; it being well un- 
derstood that, although, by virtue of this arrange- 
ment, the two high contracting pares agree not 
to exercise, as against each other, any sovereign 
or territorial authority within the above-mention- 
ed country lying between the forty-fifth and for- 
ty-ninth parallels of latitude, this agreement is 
‘pot to be construed to the prejudice of any claim 
‘to which either of the two high contracting par- 
ties may have to any territorial authority in any 

‘part of the country lying within the said limits; 

‘nor shall it be taken to affect the claim of any 

‘other Power or State to any part of the said 
'*eountry; the only object of the two high con- 

‘tracting parties being, to prevent disputes and 

‘ differences between themselves.’”’ 

They could not consent to throw into comnion 
stock the territory south of 49°, beeause it was that 
| portion of the territory to which only they denied 

the claim of Great Britain. . 

Now as to the suggestion of the Senator from 
|| Illinois, which, at this point it was my own pee 
| pose to consider. His suggestion was that these 
offers were made by our plenipotentiaries before 
the treaty with Spain, by which we acquired the 
territory of Florida im 1819. But there are two 
answers to this suggestion, which | recommend 
to the consideration of the Senator from Ilinois. 

The first is, that in 1818 we were already in pos- 

session of the title we derived from France, which 

is considered by gentlemen on this floor as the 

strongest of all our grounds of claim. We were 
| also already in possession of the title which we 
derived by the discovery of Gray, his subsequent 
settlement on the coast, and the exploration of 
| Lewis and Clarke. Both of these go far, but not 
beyond the 49th parallel. It is difficult only as we 
have precluded ourselves by the treat with Rus- 
sia, to set limits to our claims. But the discovery 
of Gray, and the exploration of Lewis and Clarke, 
and the settlement subsequently on the banks of 
the Columbia by American citizens—with respect 
to this latter title, the head sources of that river ex- 
tend very nearly, if not quite, to 54940’. We 
were then in possession of two sources of title, 
and we are in possession of them at this moment. 
| And yet our Government thought it right to set a 
limit to that claim at 499, beyond which they did 
| not oppose the claim of Great Britain. 

But there is a second answer, that is, that when 
we came into the Spanish title by the treaty of 
Florida, we continued still to reiterate our title to 
the territory north of 49°, and to confine our al- 
| lowance of the British claim to that portion which 

lies south of that parallel. These are the answers 
|] have to make to the Senator: first, that when 
these propositions were made we were in posses- 
sion of our own title by discovery, and that derived 
by treaty, and that both of these would have given 
us the same limit which we possessed in 1818; 
and, secondly, that this Government, by the treaty 
| from which we derive the Spanish title, has given 
| the same extent to the claim, and no more. _ 

‘| Mr. President, {| suppose I have now establish- 
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ed my first proposition, that this Government, in 
ita nevotiations with Great Britain, from the earliest 
time down to the present—for I need not say these 
offers were reiterated—that this Government, from 
the earliest pe riod down to a very recent date, has, 
of its own accord, prescribed a limit to its own 
claims, beyond which it has not denied that of 
Great Britain. 

And now as to the second proposition I have 
lnid down. If the Senate will do me the favor to 
recollect that this limit, prescribed by this Govern- 
ment on all former occasions, was justified by the 
singular and extraordinary concurrence of all the 
other sources of title in fixing the same line. 

Now, we derive our tide, first, from contiguity; 
secondly, from the discovery of Gray, and the ex- 
pnloration by Lewis and Clarke; thirdly, from the 
purchase of Louisiana from France; fourthly, from 
the treaty by which we obtained the accession of 
Florida from Sp un. 

As to the first titlh—that from contiguity—al- 
though some centlemen seem to attach not much 
importance to our claim founded on contiguity, to 
me it appears one of the stroncest we can offer on 
this question. Whry, sir, if we are driven from 
this side, to seck territory for our people beyond 
the Rocky mountains, what so natural as that we 
should cross within the line of our own t rritory, 
rather than ascend into that of Great Britain? Sir, 
it has been said there is no philo sophy in this ttle 
from contivuity; but to me it comes recommended 
by right reason, which is a principle of true phi- 
losophy. First, then, the title by contiguity limits 
the title to that which has been prescribed by our 
predecessors. Now, how stands the title by the 
discovery of Gray of the mouth of the river, by 
the settlements on its banks at its mouth by Amer- 
ican citizens, and by its exploration? Some gen- 
tlemen think that this title by discovery was weak- 
ened by the fact that Gray was a private citizen, 
and not in the « mployment of Government. ‘That 
is notmyopimion. | believe that whatever rights 
accrued to Gray by that discovery accrued to his 
Government. The flag of that Government was 
over him; it flew at the masthead of his vessel, and 
protected and accompanied him tn all his adven- 
tures; und what he acquired by his discovery must 
have been either for himself or his Government, 
and there can be no doubt that the latter is the true 
way of regarding it. Nor is there any difliculty in 
the fact relating to Mr. Astor, that a majority of 
the directors of the Pacific Fur Company were for- 
eigners. That company was American; tt was 
formed within the lbmuits of the United States; it 
was set on foot by American enterprise, and sus- 
tained by Am« rican capital; its place of departure 
was in the United States; its head was an Ameri- 
can citizen, and also its chief agents. I take it for 
granted that the discovery by Gray of the Colum- 
bia river, the settlements on tts banks, and its ex- 
ploration by Lewis and Clarke, give such a title as 
ean be given by the exploration and discovery ofa 
river undertaken by the direction and authority of 


Government. For, so far, the question seems to be | 


clear. But now the question arises, to what ex- 
tent shall that entitle us to claim territory there ? 
The principle recognised by usage, and the law of 
nations, as applicable in this case, is, that the dis- 
covery and exploration of a river gives title to the 
valley through which it flows. What is the ex- 
tent of the valley ot the Columbia? We know its 
sources and can ascertain their latitude; but unless 
the maps deceive us, there is a range of mountains 
lying between the Pacific and sources of the Colum- 
bia, which must terminate the valley of the river; 
and this throws Frazer’s Island within the limit of 


the British possessions. If these mountains exist | 


between the Columbia and the Pacific, then they 
limit the extent of the valley, and consequently the 
extent we can claim in consequence of this discov- 
ery. Now, it was in consideration of difficulties 
of this sort, and others deemed equally important, 
that Mr. Adams, in his instructions to Mr. Rush, 
desired him to confine the claims of his Govern- 
ment to these limits; and he did so restrict it that 
it concurs with, and is supported by, the principle 
of contiguity of which I have just spoken, and 
these two together concur with the limit agreed to 
and prescribed by our predecessors. Now, as to 
our title from France: | am willing to assume that 
the tenth article of the treaty of Utrecht was effected 
by pursuing the course that was necessary to keep 
it to the 49th parallel, and then running the line in- 
definitely westward, indefinitely westward can 
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|| receive no other meaning than this: indefinitely | 


' 


west as far as the territory of the contracting par- || 
ties extended. But Great Britain made no preten- 
sions to territory extending west to the Pacific at , 
the date of the treaty of Utrecht. Could we make 
any such pretensions? Could France? Did France 
make any profession of giving this territory to her | 
rival in consequence of her possession of Louisiana? || 
I answer, no; her title to Louisiana was acquired || 
by the exploration of the Mississippi river, and it || 
stopped short of the Rocky mountains. Such 
would be the principle of the law of nations as ap- 
plicable to title by discovery. Ina book which I 
have found very useful—Mr. Greenhow’s work on 
this subjeet—I find an extract from the charter 
granted by a king of France to Mr. Crozet, in these 
words: 

‘© We have, by these presents, signed with our 
*hand, authorized, and do authorize, the said Sieur 
*Crozat, to carry on exclusively the trade in all 
the territories by us possessed, and bounded by 
New Mexico and by those of the English in Car- 
olina, all the establishments, ports, harbors, riv- 
ers, and especially the port and harbor of Dan- | 
phin Island, formerly called Massacre Island, the 
river St. Louis, formerly called the Mississippi, 
from the sea-shore to the Illinois, together with 
the rivers St. Philip, formerly called the Missouri 
river, and the St. Jerome, formerly ealled the 
Wabash, [the Ohio,} with all the countries, ter- 
ritories, lakes in the land, and the rivers empty- 
ing directly or indirectly into that part of the 
river St. Louis. All the said territories, coun- 
tries, rivers, streams, and islands, we will to be 
and remain comprised under the name of the gov- 
ernment of Louisiana, which shall be dependant 
on the general government of New France, and 
remain subordinate to it; and we will, moreover, 
that all the territories which we possess on this 
side of the Illinois, be united, as far as need be, 
to the general eovernment of New France, and 
forma part thereof; reserving to ourself, never- | 
theless, to increase, if we judge proper, the ex- 
tent of the government of the said country of 
‘ Juouisiana.”’ 

And now, sir, it is thus seen that France did 
not claim an indefinite extension west of Louisi- | 
ana by the exploration of the Mississippi river, || 
and consequently we could not prefer any such 
claim. But for the purpose of this argument it is 
immaterial whether the treaty of Utrecht was car- 
ried into execution; because if the line, as fixed by | 
that treaty, was not run, but only directed, still it 
would have given the territory south of 49° to us, 
and that to the north to Great Britain, on the prin- 
ciple applied to the exploration of the Mississippi 
river by France. 

[Mr. Berrien extended his remarks on this 
point, but it was impossible to hear him amidst 
the noise in the galleries. ] 

Now, as to the Spanish title, and on this I shall 
be brief: I do not mean to go through the several | 
discoveries of Spain, but I admit that Spain did || 
set up claims to all the northwest coast of America 
up to latitude 61. But I also assert what is unde- 
niable, that that claim of Spain was contested by 
cther nations; and, beyond the actual settlements 
of Spain, they asserted their right was as good as 
hers to make settlements on the northwest coast in 
any place not already occupied by her. And the 
treaty of Nootka Sound, so often adverted to in || 
this discussion, seems to me to be only of this use, 
that it is the recorded evidence of the claims set up 
by Spain, and that Great Britain contested the 
claim of Spain in the territory, for it recognised 
the right of Great Britain to make settlements on 
the coast in any place not in possession of Spain. 
Spain seems to have understood this, for, imme- 
diately after, she abandoned all her settlements 
north of the Columbia. But mark the extraordi- || 
nary concurrence of all these claims with the action 
of Spain by virtue of this treaty; for, taking the 
northern limit of settlements at Nootka Sound, it 
brings it to about 49°, which concurs with all the 
other sources of our claims. I suppose now, sir, 
I have sustained, as well as Iam able under the 
circumstances, the two propositions I stated to the 
Senate; in the first place, that we have prescribed 
limits to our own claims; and, secondly, that we i! 
find a concurrence in all the various sources of |) 
title. | 

This, then, in my judgment, presents a case for || 
compromise; and the question is, how is that com- || 
promise to be effected? ‘That is the real difficulty | 
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i ably assert our title to the whole of Oreson 


i fence. Itw 


March 17, 
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| which attends this investigation, Will the notice 


which it is proposed to give be calculated to facili. 
tate the object we have in view? I doubt not that 
it is the desire of a majority of this body that this 
matter should be adjusted by compromise. Tho 
inquiry—the difficult inquiry—is, will they accom. 
plish their object by giving this naliee: sithee In its 
naked or its modified form? A very few obserya- 
tions on that; and, first, it is necessary for us to 
consider what is the position in which we may be 
placed, by the act of giving notice, at the expira- 
tion of twelve months, if compromise do not take 
place. We give the notice in the expectation of 
compromise. But that may not be realized; and 
as prudent men, legislating in regard to the inter. 
ests of others, it behooves us to consider what wii} 


| be our position, if, after having given the notic, : 


compromise be not effected. We shall then haye 
arrived at a pointat which we must unquestion- 

J , or 
abandon it; because such is the obvious intention 
of the President of the United States, as disclosed 
in his Message, in asking the authority to ciye 
this notice. But for another reason we must as- 
sert our title to whatever portion of that territory 


we design ultimately to lay claim. We must assert 
it at the expiration of the twelve months’ notice, 
| or abandon it. Unless all we have said is merely 
| vain boasting, we must take possession of the 
| whole, or we shall be acting with obvious incon- 
| sistency. Whatever portion we intend to claim 
' we must claim. The possession of Great Britain 
_is not now in our possession. It is a joint pose 


session, notwithstanding the eriticism made upon 
the term ‘joint occupancy.” This is most as- 
suredly a convention of joint occupancy. It was 


| negotiated for that purpose—so treated and de- 


scribed, and spoken of by those who negotiated 
it, as also by the President in his Message. It is 
a treaty for joint occupancy, with a stipulation 
that this joint possession shall not give exclusive 
right to either, nor the rights of cither be inter- 
fered with by it. But the moment that this notice 
shall have expired—that this convention shall have 
ceased to exist—that possession which is now the 
joint possession of Great Britain and the United 


States, so far as Great Britain has possession, 


will be hers exclusively and adverse to us, and 


| we must do one of two things: either allow her to 
| acquire the title to that portion of the territory of 
| which she is in possession, or we must eject her— 


terminate her possession. That is the position 
in which we will be placed after the expiration of 
the notice, if compromise be not in the meantime 
effected. 

But what will be our position immediately after 


| the notice is given? Is no change in our position 
| effected by the mere act of giving notice? I take 


it that a very important change is thus effected. 
Are we to remain inactive after giving notice to 


| Great Britain that at the end of twelve months the 


convention must expire? Do we mean that the ex- 
piration of these twelve months shall find the coun- 


| try in its present defenceless condition, with a dec- 


laration then meeting Great Britain in the face that 


/we mean, at the expiration of twelve months, 
| to assert, peaceably or forcibly, aceording as she 


vields to or resists, our title to the whole of this ter- 
ritory? And knowing the state of armament in 


which she is, do we mean to suffer the intervening 


period between the time when notice is given and 
the expiration of the twelve months to be passed 
in inaction? Do we mean, during all that ume, 


_ relying upon the hope of compromise, to abstain 


from putting the country into a state of defence? 
I trust not. Whatever hopes of compromise may 


_ exist, it will not be prudent, relying upon them, to 


refrain from putting the country in a state of de- 

ill not tend to the realization of those 
hopes to present to Great Britain the spectacle of 
our inactivity and consequent inability to assert 
our pretensions at the end of the period of notice. 


| Well, then, the immediate act of giving the notice 


without waiting for the expiration of the twelve 
months, will of itself, from the very moment o 
giving notice, impose upon us new and high ob- 
ligations. It totally changes our relations. Now, 


| in relation to this territory we have a friendly com- 


act with Great Britain; so long as it subsists and 
is faithfully observed by each party, there 1s no 
conflict, no collision; but when the notice 1s given, 
our relations to Great Britain are immediately 
changed. We immediately impose upon ourselves 
the obligation to put this country in a state of de- 
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fence. And now Lask Senators, are they prepared, 
immediately after giving this notice, to commence ] 
the work of arming the country? Gentlemen who || 
look to this notice as the means by which we may 
ultimately assert our title to the whole country will | 
answer this question in the affirmative. They | 
are ready to do that now which they expect to be _ 
obliged to do at the expiration of the term, if not || 
done now. But to those gentlemen who rely upon || 
compromise as the result of giving this notice, I ask | 
whether, while they are waiting for compromise, 

they are willing to expend the millions which must 

be expended in order to put the country in a prop- 

er state of defence? Now, Mr. President, this is || 
the posiuon in which we shall be placed by the 
act of giving notice, not merely at the expiration of 
twelve months, but immediately after the notice is || 
eiven. ‘hen we are to give the notice—gentlemen || 
who vote for it in its qualified form especially are | 
to give the notice, in the expectation that it will 
facilitate the peaceable adjustment of this contro- | 
versy. Will it do so? If this is, as I have said 
before, the real question of difficulty, how will the 
notice accomplish that object? 1 listened to the 
argument yesterday of the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. Catnoun] with intense interest, for | 
the purpose of ascertaining from him how it was | 
that his mind had been brought to the conclusion | 
which * inelined” him to sustain this notice in a | 
modified form; and he expects that it would facili- | 
tate compromise. The first suggestion is, that the || 
two nations, seeing that this matter must be ad- | 
justed within a prescribed time, will quicken their |; 
efforts for that purpose. Now what is that propo- 

sition? Why, it is that the certainty of the colli- | 
sion which will result between them after the ex- 

piration of twelve months—if the question be not 

before that time amicably settled, will prompt them 

to settle it immediately; that is to say, the fear of || 
the consequences will operate upon the negotiators | 
and induce them to quicken their movements. I |) 
ask if Senators really believe that that would give | 
an additional impulse to the movements of our own | 
Government? Do they believe that our own Gov- | 


ernment will quicken its step? will submit any | 
proposition to the British Government which they 
may consider inconsistent with the rights and in- |) 
terests of the United States, from a fear of the con- | 
sequences which might otherwise result? 1 pre- | 
sume not. And if we will not, will Great Britain | 
be actuated by a fear of those consequences which 
can produce no influence upon our mind or con- || 
duct? On the contrary, it seems to me that the 
two Governments will be embarrassed by the fact 
of the existence of this notice; by the knowledge | 
of the fact that within the twelve months this 
matter must be adjusted; that they are therefore || 
circumscribed in point of time, and are negotiating | 
with asword suspended over their heads? I know || 
not if {| judge correctly of the ordinary motives to 
human action; but to me it certainly seems that the 
notice would operate rather to retard than to facil- 
late negotiation. 
Now look at it practically, and see which of the | 
two Governments will first move if you give this || 
notice. Will our own Government? ‘The time | 
would seem to be propitious. Great Britain has 
made an offer which we have rejected. We have 
made an offer which has been rejected; but with 
this important circumstance attending it, that im- |) 
mediately on the rejection of that offer by the | 
representative of the British Government, we have | 
withdrawn it, and in the same note in which that | 


Withdrawal was made, announced our right to the || 
whole territory. Subseyuently to that time the || 


British Premier has in the British Parliament de- || 
clared the disposition of that Government to con- |) 
sider that proposition; or in other words, he has || 
expressed the belief that that proposition ought to || 
have been submitted to that Government for con- || 
sideration, Will our Government avail itself of || 
that declaration made by the British Minister in | 
the only mode in which it‘could be made, since our 
proposition has been actually withdrawn? Will || 
our Government advance and renew this offer? If || 
ido, I put it to the intelligence of Senators, will || 
the offer be aided by being accompanied by the | 
notice? Why, in the first place the British Gov- | 
ernment have their own rejected offer; and, sec- 
ondly, our offer withdrawn, and accompanied by | 
an assertion of our title to the whole territory. | 
hey have then made an offer of arbitration in 
an the most conciliatory, I would say, that I | 
‘ve ever read in any diplomatic paper. That offer | 


| quences.”’ 
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prime Minister a declaration in the British Parlia- 
ment, that it was desirable by that Government to | 
consider the offer which has been withdrawn. If, 


| then, in the face of all these considerations, the || 


notice be given, is it not likely to interfere seriously 


| with the amicable adjustment of this question ? 


Mr. President, let us change situations with 


| Great Britain. As the power rests with the Queen, 
as the sole depositary of the treaty-making power, 


it is not likely that Parliament would take any step 
in advance. But suppose, for the sake of illustra- 


| tion, that a resolution of the Lords and Commons 


should have been introduced into either House of 


|, Parliament; that it should have undergone just 
| such a debate as that to which this resolution has 


been subjected in the two Houses of Congress; 
that we should have been as much the subject of 
denunciation and vituperation as Great Britain has 


|| been; and suppose that, at the expiration of that 


time, when that resolution was acted upon, they 


| should have come to us with a notice that this con- 


vention should be terminated: I put the question 
to Senators, would these circumstances dispose 
them to conciliation? Would such denunciations 
alarm their fears? Would they not rather arouse 


| their indignation? Would they, at any rate, be 


more disposed to pursue a conciliatory course after 


| the United States had been the subject of denunci- 
| ation in the British Parliament, and that followed 


up by a resolution clearly indicating the disposition 


_ of Great Britain to stand on her rights at the expi- 


ration of twelve months, and assert her claim to 


| the whole territory? No man will answer that af- 


firmatively. Let it be recollected, then, that the 


| Government of Great Britain is in the hands of 
| men possessing the same passions and the same 
| infirmities as ourselves; and then I submit the 


question, whether the prospect of conciliation is 
not much better without than with the notice? 


| Take the case of two individuals envaged in a con- 


troversy: one says to the other, ‘* Here is some- 
thing, in the way ofa proposal, which | offer for 


| the adjustment of this controversy;’’ and if he eon- 
' tent himself with that, the proposal is received, 
| considered, and decided upon its merits. But sup- 
| pose he says: “ Here is a proposal for the adjust- 


ment of our controversy; but take notice, if it be 
not settled within a given time, take the conse- 
What is the result? Such a proposal 
would be at once discarded, and the consequences 
defied. I apprehend the same result would be the 


|| consequence of following up the action of this Gov- 
ernment in relation to this question of giving this 
‘| notice. 


I do not hesitate about the course which it be- 
comes me to pursue with regard to the proposition 
of my colleague [Mr. Cotgutrr] for a modification 


of this resolution. I can with great pleasure vote |, 
| for thatas an amendment to the resolution which 


is proposed to the Senate. Whether, when that 


| resolution is so amended, I can bring my mind— | 


in view of all the consequences I have stated—to 


| the conclusion to support this resolution as amend- 
ed, is a question which I must reserve for consid- | 


eration until I shall be called on to act. Iam not 
able, in the change referred to by my friend from 


| South Carolina, [Mr. Cainoun,] to see sufficient | 
inducement to operate on my mind. I desire most | 


ardently to see this matter compromised. I am 
aware of the great evils in which this country 
would be involved by war. I desire most ardently 


| to pursue that course, if my judgment can ascertain 
it, which will avert war, and lead to the peaceable || 
| adjustment of this controversy, in a manner con- 


sistent with the honor and interests of the country. 
But I doubt whether the giving of the notice in any 
form will have that tendency. The Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. Haywoop] has told us that 
the President's views are pacific, notwithstanding 
the declarations in his Message—notwithstanding 
that the manifest object of his recommendation is 
to be armed with this authority for the purpose of 
asserting our title to the whole of the territory. I 


| am unable to see this. I think the best of the ar- 


gument on this point is with the Senators from 
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|| has been rejected. They have made through their | the British Government; and, thirdly, these indi- 


/ cations of public opinion and of the desire of the 
sritish Government have changed the position of 
, the President—have made him see that that which 
he deemed incapable of compromise may be com- 
promised. This may be so, but I ask, upon what 
| grounds is the Senate of the United States to 
}act?) Upon general rumors, in the face of the 
official declarations of the President? Suppose 
that he does not realize our expectations: sup- 
pose it turns out that the Senators from Indi- 
ana, Illinois, and Ohio, are right, and that the 
Senator from North Carolina is wrong in his con- 
ception of the President’s views: suppose that 
we, relying upon these representations, give the 
| notice, and then, that the President of the United 
States should use it, as it is manifest, by his Mes- 
sage, he desiens to use it, in the assertion of our 
rightto the whole of Oregon,—what would you have 
| tosay? That you had relied upon rumor; and that 
|ithad lied to you; that you had acted upon er- 
roneous representations of a change in the views 
of the President? The Senator from South Car- 
| olina [Mr. Catnoun] says he * inclines” to give 
this notice in a modified form, because the motives 
which the President had in demanding this notice, 
| which he supposes he did demand in the first in- 
stance, with the view of asserting our title to the 
_ whole of Oregon, can no longer act, because they 
| no longer exist. Ido not think that that pert of 
' the honorable Senator’s speech dimtayed that 
| clearness of logic which usually characterizes his 
reasoning. T would respectfully ask, Is this con- 
clusion warranted by these premises ?—do these 
| premises lead to this conclusion? The argument 
‘| of the honorable gentleman rather went to show 
i that the notice ought not to be given. Tam in 
favor of abstaining from this notice—abstaining 
from acting upon the question till a point of time 
in the session of the present Congress which would 
afford a sufficient interval within which, under the 
influence of the present friendly feelings of Great 
Britain and this country, this negotiation might be 
resumed; and which would allow us a suflicient 
' time after that period, if the matter was not brought 
to a friendly adjustment, then to give the notice, 
with a full view of all the consequences which will 
result from it, and immediately to prepare our- 
selves for the consequences. But I will no longer 
trespass on the time of the Senate. I have long 
desired at heart to perform the duty which I owe 
to my constituents, who have a deep interest in 
this question—to perform it faithfully, fearlessly, 
but in perfect respect and good will towards those 
| with whom [ differ. 
On motion of Mr. ARCHER, 
The Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, March 17, 1846. 


The House, in pursuance of its order of yester- 
_ day, met this morning at ten o’clock. 

Very few members were present. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved that the further reading 
|| be dispensed with. 

| Mr. DROMGOOLE wished the Journal to be 
read, that it might be seen what kind of entries 
|| were made of the proceedings of last night. 

| The SPEAKER put the question on the motion 
| er the further reading of the Journal be dispensed 
'| with. 

| And it was decided in the negative. 

| Sothe House refused to dispense with the further 
| reading. 

| The reading of the Journal was then concluded, 
‘rand it was approved. 

Mr*TIL 


| 
| 


| N rose to inquire whether he was 
|| returned on the Journal as having been arrested ? 
'| The Clerk (replying through the Speaker) said 
| no; none of the members were so returned. The 
|| words on the Journal were these: “‘ Reported to the 
'| House as present.” 

‘|| Mr. DROMGOOLE rose, he said, to a correc- 
| tion of the Journal. He understood that the names 


Ohio, (Mr. Avten,] Indiana, (Mr. Hanwecan,] | of those members who appeared after the doors 


and Illinois, [Mr. 
the views of the President must have undergone | 
a change, because circumstances have changed. 
Why? First, public opinion has clearly manifest- 
ed a desire that this matter should be settled by 
compromise; secondly, the declaration of Sir Rob- 
ert Peel indicates clearly that that is the wish of | 


| 


REESE.] We are told that | were closed, were repor 


as having been arrested 
| by the edie cee 

| “The Clerk (again replying through the Speaker) 
‘said no; the entry was that the Sergeant-at-Arms 
| reported to the Speaker that members who did not 
answer to their names, and were not excused, were 
' present, &c. 


e 
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Mr. DROMGOOLE, My object is to make a 
distinction between those members who were wait- 
ing at the door, and had voluntarily arrived, and 
those who came under process served by the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms; so that he may not get pay for 
those who were waiting here ready to enter when 
the doors were opened. 

Mr. G. S. TTOUSTON, So far as the Journal 
oes, it seems to me that there can be no difference 
between those members who were standing at the 

Mt} whom the Sergeant-at-Arms brought 


doorea os 


x a raaianpeaaepndianasinsiedeaaemanatn 


in. Hf the gentleman did not desire that these fees 
should be paid out of the contingent fund, he 
1? 1 j ° 1 ys 

thought of it last night, 


Mr. TIBBATTS moved that the House resolve 
nto Committee of the Whole on the state ol 


ATKINSON, 


ty be corrects d. 


Mr. Speaker, I wish the 
It speaks falsely. 

Mr. TIBBATTS (scarec ly he ard from the deep 

recesses of his abode on the right of the Speaker) 

was understood to suggeest that these corrections 

could be made after th quesuon before the House 

] ad he eh als j COME d of. 

Mr. ATKINSON. 
a moment. 

The SPEAKER, It is a privileged question. 
The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. ATKINSON. LIsuppose that no gentle- 
man desires that anything should appear on the 
Journal which is not true, or wishes to prevent me 
from making the correcuon. ‘The Journal shows 
that I was in the custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 
Now, I did not sce the Sergeant-at-Arms at all 
yest rday. 

The entry on the Journal was read. 

Mr. ATKINSON. 
my house after sunset; the record is not true. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal will be correct- 
ed Act ordingly. 

Mr. TILDEN. I also wish a correction made 
as regards myself. The Sergeant-at-Arms had no 
right to take cognizance of my being present. I 
was not present under his authority. 

Mr G. S. HOUSTON, Since the Journal is 
being corrected, I] wish it may be corrected in rela- 
tion to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Bainker- 
HOFF,] Who sits in front of me, and who is not at 
this moment In his seat. I know that he came 
into the Hall last night, and asked me what course 
he should pursue. 
the Hall; but that he had got in without the 
knowledge of the Sergeant-at-Arms; vet he is re- 
ported among those brought up by that ofticer 

I wish to put an inquiry to the Speaker: Has it 
ever heen decided by the House, or by the Speak- 
er, that an adjournment of the House, after arrests 
made on a call of the House, discharges members 
arrested? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so decides. A} 
the precedents have so decided, 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON. Does the Chair find 
that the effort has ever been made? 

The SPEAKER (doubtfully hard) was under- 
stood to say: ‘The universal practice of the House 
had been in accordance with the decision he had 
made. 

Mr. TILDEN. I move that the Journal be cor- 
rected as regards myself, 

The SPEAKER said, the Journal would be cor- 
rected accordingly. 

Mr. SCHENCK was understood to say that his 
name appeared on the list of those brought into the 
Tiouse by the Sergeant-at-Arms. Such was not 
the fact. He had not seen that officer, and had 
come to the House without warning or summons. 

Afier a brief conversation between Mr. S. and 
the SPEAKER, leading to no action, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing Executive communication: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting, In answer to a resolution of the House of the 
17th ult., reports of surveys of the Tennessee river; 
which letter and reports were laid on the table. 


The correction will not take 


RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


The question on the motion of Mr. Tisparts 
having been taken, and decided in the affimative, 
the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Tuomas 


Saurn, of Indiana, in the chair,) and resumed the 


consideration of the bill making appropriations for 
the improvement of certain harbors and rivers. 
Mr. WOODWARD was entilded to the floor, 
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I aver that I was not out of 


_ be, it ought not to be exercised, 


He said that he was out of 


LOBE. 


and addressed the committee during the hour. Af- |) 


ter disclaiming any unfriendly feeling towards the 
West, and expressing the disposition that he fe! 
to gratify his western friends in anything whieh 
was consistent with his sense of duty, he proceeded 
to speak of the bill before the House. It would 
have been most grateful to his feelings, he said, 
if he could have regarded it with reference to the 
question of expediency, but he had strong reasons 
for looking rather to the question of power. He 
thought the House ought to be encouraged to look 
at that question. In some respects it was at this 
time a question de novo. He considered the bill as 
operating to revive an ¢ xploded and abandoned sys- 
tem; abandoned not only for its inexpediency and 
its manifest injustice, but for the want of constitu- 
tional authority in this body. And he trusted that 
his friends would make batile and fight this ques- 
tion of power once more, although he admitted 
it was a question on which little eould be said that 
was interesting to the taste or to the imaginations 
of gentlemen. 

Dry as this constitutional question was, how- 
ever, he should discuss it upon the broadest prin- 
ciples of common sense, and endeavor to put it in 
such a shape as, he believed, the most illiterate man 
could not misapprehend. Mr. W., objecting first 
to this bill, that whether regarded in reference to 
the question of constitutional power or of expe- 
diency, it was not systematic, and remarking that 
this alone presented an insuperable objection to it, 
proceeded to examine and analyze the various pro- 
visions of the Constitution under which the power 
was claimed, and to show that it was not legiti- 
mately embraced in any of them. 


Devoting the greater portion of his time to this 


branch of the argument, Mr. W. adverted briefly, 
towards its close, to the question of expediency. 
There was enough known to satisfy the House 
that however unquestionable the power itself might 


operation of the principle would be in a short time 
to convert this bedy into a rendezvous of dema- 
rogues coming here actuated by no higher motives 
than to carry out the local and selfish views of the 
constituency whom they themselves had misled 


and corrupted. The power in itself was glaringly | 


unjust. Why concede to a great river what was 
denied to a small one? Why should men claim to 
he the pets of power, because they had been the 
favorites of nature? 

Mr. W. was cut off before he had concluded this 
branch of his argument. 


Mr. BOWLIN obtained the floer, and yielded to | 


Mr. GROVER, who gave notice of an amend- 
ment to appropriate, for a survey of the Alleghany 
river between Olean and Pittsburg, 410,000. 

And to Mr. DE MOTT, who gave notice of the 
following: For the improvement of the harbor at 
Pulteneyville, on Lake Ontario, $10,000. 

Mr. BOWLIN, assigning as one great reason 


| out of snags and removal of obstacles to the mi: 











fishing bounties, the appropriations for litht-houses 
for the coast survey—the salaries wasted uno, 
which, he said, would draw all the snags from the 
Mississippi river—and for other purposes which 
were equally inconsistent with the strictness of en). 
struction professed by gentlemen, as the cle 


pon 


arine 


commerce of the West. ~ 

He took this ground—and he held it was tho 
only true ground—either that the position he ocey 
pied was correct, or that of the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Raerr,) who would fetter 
down the Government by so strict a construct; 
of the Constitution as to make it an entire 
practicable machine. 

{Mr. Ruert explained.] 

They owed the protection of the West to the 
first western President we ever had—to Genera! 
Jackson. He took the middle ground on this sy). 
ject. He [General J.) did not pretend to say that 
rivers and harbors could not be the subject of im- 
provement; but he laid down that they must be 
national, in contradistinction to local; that they 
must be general, in contradistinction to private, in 
their character; and he acted upon that distinction, 


On 
ly im- 


and signed bills for improvements of this character. 


Touching upon many other points, he came to 
the proposed appropriation for the harbor at St, 
Louis of $75,000, in exposition of the object of 
which, in reply to the remarks of Mr. Jones, of 


| Tennessee, and of Mr. McCiernanp, [to whom 
| he gave way fer explanation,] he stated that the 


ancient channel of the Mississippi was on the St. 


| Louis side; but by the abrasion on the opposite 


bank, which was of an alluvial soil, the river had 
spread out some half mile beyond its natural 


' breadth, so as to be rendered everywhere shallow; 


The oractical |! 


but the deep water still was on the St. Louis side. 
The appropriation, then, was for the removal of 
obstacles to the navigation of the Mississippi river 
at that point; and it was to preserve it in its ancient 


| channel—in the channel which it had ever occupied 


since the white man first visited it—and not to 
make a channel against the laws of nature and of 
God, as had been alleged by gentlemen. 

Some conversation arose between Mr. ROW- 


| LIN and Mr. McCLERNAND as to the relative 


depth of the river upon the Missouri and,the Ilii- 


| nois sides, and to the state of the river at St. 


Louis. ; 
Mr. B. enforced with great earnestness the claims 


| of the Mississippi in view of its vast commerce, 


and the great number of lives passing over it an- 
nually, as a national work, and one in an eminent 
degree entitled to receive some small share of the 
appropriations so long withheld—a partiality un 
worthy of the Government, lavished upon other 


| sections of the country. 


Mr. TIBBATTS said he should not have con- 


| tended for the floor amid this press of competitors, 


for his addressing the committee the attacks which || 
had been made upon the appropriation for the har- |, 


bor of St. Louis, and promising to be brief in his 


remarks, to accommodate the many gentlemen || ° y i 
| then passed to the merits of the bill. 


who were desirous of speaking, proceeded to ad- 
dress the committee, taking up the argument (as 
he said) at the point where the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Woopwarp] had left it. The 
centleman had talked about the ** public plunder”’ 


in relation to the Mississippi river, and of which | 


the West was the recipient. 
pudiated such an idea, and dwelt upon the man- 
ner in which the West, from its first settlement, 
had ever been made the subject of most oppressive 
‘* public plunder,”’ for the benefit and enriching of 
the East. A thing unparalleled in the history of 


He indignantly re- | 


any Government under the canopy of high Heaven: | 
their people had been required to drain their own | 


resources in payment for the lands on which they 
settled—the revenue going into the treasury, to be 


expended on other portions of the country; and 


they had contributed one-half of the twenty million 
dollars paid into the treasury, not one cent of which 
they would receive in return, unless this bill were 
passed. He told gentlemen that this state of things 
could not long exist; the energies of any people 
could not long stand up under such a system. 
This House was not the best place to learn a 
great reverence for the Constitution. Those gen- 
tlemen who prided themselves upon being strmght- 


occasions, to strain that instrument as far as other 
gentlemen. He referred to the grants of pensions, 


jacketed in their construction were found, on some | 


had it not been for the fact that he had had the 
honor to report this bill by order of the Commit 
tee on Commerce. He noticed first, and replied 
to, the terms of strong condemnation. in which this 
bill had been characterized by Mr. Payne; and 
And in the 


| outset he repudiated and scorned all selfish consid- 


erations in the course which he had taken upon 
this bill. Not one dollar of the en in- 


| cluded under it was to be expendec within the 


district which he had the honor to represent. It 
was true, he had taken a special interest in te 
Louisville and Portland canal, but he did not re- 


| side within one hundred and fifty miles of that 


canal. Mr. T. devoted but a few words to the 


advocacy of this item, yielding for explanation to 
| Mr. Payne, and stating that he hada bill upon the 


calendar devoted especially to this work, which he 
should endeavor to bring to the consideration ot 
the House at the earliest practicable period. 

They might forgive southern gentlemen for op- 
nosition to western appropriations, because (in the 
lenwange of the Scriptures) they know not what 
they do. They were not acquainted with the ex- 
tent and value of the commerce of the West; but 
he was astonished at the course a western member 
[Mr. McCiernanp] had yesterday taken In oppo 
sition to it. 

Some explanations took place between Mr. 
TIBBATTS and Mr. McCLERNAND as to the 
position occupied by the latter gentleman on this 
subject, the doctrines of the Democratic party ot 
the State of Illinois upon it, and Mr. McC.’s con- 
sistency therewith, &c. 
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Mr. T. then proceeded at some length to an ar- 





yment in favor of the constitutional power of | ROBERTS, respectively gave notice of «mend- 


Coneress over the improvements contemplated by | 
g 


this bill; referring also, in support thereof, to the 
wrecedents of the uniform action of the Democrat- 
ic party from the foundation of the Government, 
and to the opinions and approval of every Presi- 
dent elected by the Democratic party from Gen- 
eral Washington to Mr. Poik, reading especially 
and commenting upon extracts from the Messages 
of Presidents Monroe and Jackson. He read from 
the list of appropriations made during the succes- 
sive years of the Administrations of General Jack- 
son and Mr. Van Buren, and declared the fact that 
there was not a single river contained in this bill 


for which appropriations had not been made du- | 


ring every year of General Jackson’s Administra- 
rion, and every year of Mr. Van Buren’s, so long 
as there was any money in the treasury, signed 


and approved by both of these Democratic Pres- | 


idents; still gentlemen had attempted to invoke 


their high authorities in support of their plea that 


these works were unconstitutional. 


Mr. T. then vindicated these works from the | 


charge of being sectional in their character, and 


showed their vast importance as being the chan- | 


nels of commerce for the western valley, which 


commeree now equalled twice the amount of all | 


our foreign commerce. 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Ruetr] had said that the South asked for nothing. 
They certainly then had no right to complain. But 
the gentleman knew that the committee had no 


right to report upon appropriations not referred to | 


them. If the South sent impracticable men here, 
who would not send their matters to the commit- 
tees, the only remedy was to send practicable men. 


The gentleman talked about following the Consti- | 


tution to the grave. 
was but the creation of his own brain. Sucha 
rickety, nerveless, imbecile thing—the sooner it 
went to the grave the better; and the less pomp, 


The constitution he spoke of | 


and circumstance, and show of grief they made | 
over it, the better would they consult the honor ot 


its parentage. Mr. 'T. having concluded, 


Mr. COCKE obtained the floor, and yielded, at | 


the request of Mr. G. S. HOUSTON, who, in ref- 
erence to the declaration of Mr. Trssarrs that the 


South had asked for nothing, inquired of the gen- || 


tleman if the Tennessce river was not before that | 


committee, and presented to them by resolutions | 


previous to the reporting of the bill. 

Mr. TIBBATTS replied that the gentleman mis- 
interpreted entirely what he said. He said that the 
gentleman from South Carolina had said that the 
South asked for nothing. 
was presented to that committee, but no informa- 
tion was presented to them in relation to it. 


Executive Department until this morning. An- 
other reason why they had not included it was, 


that it travelled one step beyond the scope that the | 
committee had marked out for itself. They had | 
appropriated only for the Hudson and the Missis- | 


sippi and its main branches. 
After some further conversation, 
Mr. COCKE resumed the floor. 
to discuss the constitutional question, but would go 


He | 
did not blame the gentleman from Tennessee for it, | 
because the information was not obtained from the | 


He declined | 


so far as to say that he believed the General Gov- | 
ernment had power to make works of internal im- | 
provement, so far as these works were of general | 


or national interest; but that it had not the power 


to make internal improvements on rivers or har- | 


bors, or anywhere else, in cases where the works | 


were of a purely local character. To this extent 
he believed that the question of constitutional power 


had been clearly settled by the history of the Gov- | 
ernment, and by the policy of every Administra- | 


tion, from its foundation to this time. 


Mr. C, devoted his hour almost exclusively to | 


the claims which the amendment of his colleague, 


Tennessee river, and for removing obstructions in 


that river, had upon the consideration of Congress, 
by reason of its national importance, and of the | 


diffusive benefits held out by it to the Union, and 
especially to the whole western country. 

But a few moments remained of the time allotted 
to debate. 

Mr. D. P. KING brought to the attention of the 
committee the amendment of which he had given 
notice, and said a word or two in its support. 
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Messrs. E. B. HOLMES, BELL, SYKES, and || Delaware, with a view to the construction of ice- 


ments they intended to offer. 

Mr. CLARKE said he had desired, had he been 
successful in obtaining the floor at an earlier peri- 
od, to have given his views. He could only say 
now that he was one of those who opposed the 
whole system of internal improvements, as uncon- 
stitutional, unequal, and oppressive. 

After a word or two of conversation by Messrs. 
G.S. HOUSTON and CROZIER, , 

The hour of two having arrived, the committee 
proceeded to vote. 

Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON some time since 
proposed to strike out ali this amendment after the 
word * For,’’ with which it commences, and to in- 
sert the following: 

‘*The improvement of the Tennessce river and 
its tributaries, the sum of five hundred thousand 
dollars; one-half of said sum as above appropriated 
shall be expended between the city of Knoxville, 
in Eastern ere and the head of the Muscle 
Shoals, in the State of Alabama; the other half 
above the city of Knoxville, upon the Holston, 
French, Broad, and Nolechucky rivers. Thesum 
as above appropriated shall be expended under the 
superintendence of five commissioners, whose ap- 
pointment shall hereafter be provided and their 
duties defined by law. 

‘** For the improvement of the Cumberland river, 
in the State of Tennessee, the sum of two hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars. The sumas above ap- 
_propriated shall be expended between the mouth 
of said river and the Caney Fork, in White county, 
Tennessee.”’ Rejected. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Crozier, (heretofore published,) making 
an appropriation for the Muscle Shoal canal, and 
for the removal of obstructions in the Tennessee 
river; which, by yeas 75, noes 79, was rejected. 

Mr. YANCEY moved an amendment, appropri- 
ating fifty thousand dollars for the improvement 
of the harbor at Mobile; which, by ayes 13, noes 
not counted, was rejected. 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL offered an amend- 
ment, proposing an appropriation of ten thousand 
dollars for the improvement of the Thames river; 
ayes 30, noes not counted. Rejected. 

Mr. TIBBATTS, under inrtructions from the 
Committee on Commerce, moved a verbal amend- 
ment in the item for the harbor at Buffalo; (which 
was subsequently agreed to.) 

Some conversation followed on a point of order 


between Messrs. COBB, TIBBATTS, and the 


'CHAIRMAN. 


The Tennessee river || 


2 || to insert $10,000. 
(Mr. Crozier,] for the improvement and continu- | 


ation of the canal round the Muscle Shoals, in the | 


} 


[Mr. T. B. KING complained that members 
could hear nothing, and see very little.} 

Mr. TIBBATTS offered a series of amend- 
ments, under the instructions of the committee who 
reported the bill, which led to some further dis- 
cussion on a point of order, the result of which 
was, that the bill was ordered to be read by sec- 
tions, that amendments might be offered in the ap- 
propriate places. 

A great number of amendments were offered. 
Some of them were very imperfectly heard, but 
they were lugged in, according to their order, in 

, the best manner in which we could get hold of 
them. 

By Mr. SAWYER: To reduce the appropri- 
ation for the breakwater at Burlington, Lake 

_Champlain, from fifteen to twelve thousand dol- 
lars. Rejected. 

The item of $10,000 for the improvement of the 
harbor at Port Ontario, on Lake Ontario, being 
read— 

Mr. HOUGH moved to strike out $10,000, and 
to insert $15,000. It was negatived. 

The item of $5,000 for the improvement of Big 
Sodus Bay, on Lake Ontario, being read— 

Mr. DE MOTT move to strike out $5,000, and 
It was negatived. 

By Mr. PRESTON KING: To amend the item 
appropriating “ $20,000 for the construction of a 
| dredge boat for Lake Ontario,’’ by adding the words 
* and for the river St. Lawrence.’’ Avreed to. 
By Mr. W. HUNT: For the improvement of 


|| the harbor of Eighteen-mile creek, on Lake Onta- 


| rio, $5,000. Rejected. 
| [A message was received from the Senate, by A. 
| Dickens, Esq., informing the House of the passage 
by the Senate of certain bills, &c. 
|| By Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL: For the purpose 
i| of making a survey and investigation of the river 


harbors, 83,000. Rejected. 

3y Mr. FICKLIN: That the sum of $30,000 
be and the same is hereby appropriated for the im- 
provement of the harbor at Mt. Carmel; $50,000 
for the improvement of the harbor at Vincennes; 
$25,000 for the improvement ef the harbor and 
steamboat landing at Leroy; $25,000 for the im- 
provement of the harbor at Hutsonville; $25,000 
for the improvement of the harbor at York; and 
$30,000 for the improvement of the harbor at 
Danvin, on the Wabash river. Negatived. 

The item of $20,000 for the harbor at the mouth 
of Genesee river, being read— 

Mr. SAWYER moved to strike out $20,000 and 
to insert $15,000. Negatived. 

By Mr. PERRY: The amendment given in yes- 
terday’s proceedings in relation to the Chesapeake 
and Ohio Canal Company. Rejected. 

By Mr. l. E. HOLMES: For the improvement 
of the harbors of Texas, $2,000,000. ejected. 

By Mr. E. B. HOLMES: For the improvement 
of the mouth of Sandy Creek, on Lake Ontario, 
$10,000. tejected. 

By Mr. DE MOTT: For the improvement of 
the harbor at Pultneyville, on Lake Ontario, $10,- 
OUU. fejected. 

sy Mr. SEDDON : For the removal! of obstruc- 
tions to the navigation of James river, between the 
city of Richmond and Harrison’s Bar, and the im- 
provement of the port of said city, in the State of 
Virginia, the sum of $40,000. Rejected. 

sy Mr. SAWYER: To reduce the appropria- 
tion for the harbor at Buffalo from $50,000 to 
$14,000; by aves 35, noes 106, rejected. 

By Mr. SIMS: For the survey and location of a 
route for a railroad, and for the construction of the 
same, from a suitable point on the Mississippi or 
Missouri, to the Southwest Pass in the Rocky 
mountains. Rejected. 

By Mr. STEWART: That the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands be appropriated to make 
a railroad from Pittsburg to Oregon, under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of War. 

Amendment by Mr. CONSTABLE: The said 
road to be located north of the 49th parallel. [Not 
entertained. } 

Amendment of Mr. Srewanrr rejected. 

By Mr. BRODHEAD: For the improvement of 
the Columbia river in Oregon, $100,000. 

By Mr. CONSTABLE: To add, “‘after the ex- 
piration of twelve months from this day.’ [Not 
entertained. | 

tv Mr. A. JOHNSON: To add to Mr. Brop- 
HEAD’s amendment: ‘For the construction of a 
‘canal throuch the Isthmus of Darien, connecting 
‘the waters of the Pacific with the Atlantic, one 
‘million dollars; to be expended under the direc- 

' * tion of the Secretary of War, and such other per- 
‘sons, not exceeding five in number, as may be ap- 
‘ pointed by the President.”’ 

The Chair decided this amendment out of order. 

Mr. RATHBUN (adverting to Mr. Bropnesn’s 
amendment) had no objection (he satd) to a little 
sport, but he thought it was carrying the thing 
rather too far, to propose an appropriation for the 
Columbia river, until we knew whether we own- 
ed it. 

Several voices: ‘* But the title is clear and un- 

uestionable, you know.”’ 

Mr. RATHBUN made a remark, of which, in 
the confusion, nothing was heard except that he 
had no doubt of our title. 

The CHAIRMAN said the amendment was in 
order. 

It was rejected. 

Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES indicated, but did 
not take, an appeal from the decision of the Chair, 

' ruling out of order Mr. Anprew Jonnson’s amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GEORGE W. JONES offered the follow- 
ing amendment in lieu of the whole bill after 
the enacting clause: That there be, and hereby is, 
appropriated out of any money in the treasury 

‘not otherwise appropriated, $1,500,000 for objects 

‘| of internal improvements in the several States of 
the Union, to be distributed and paid over to the 

_ several States according to their federal represent- 

' ation. : 

| Mr. J. would remark that, in his opinion, the 
amendment was equally unconstitutional with the 
bill, in lieu of which he offered it, and if adopted, 
he should vote against the bill as amended. But 

| if this money is to be unconstitutionally drawn 









. 
. 


= fi 
from the treasury, he thought this the more just I} 
and equitable mode. | 


} 


The motion was not at present in order. 

Mr. NORRIS moved the following item: 

To improve the navigation of the Cochico river 
and the harborof Dover, New Hampshire, $10,000. 
Rejected, : 

fty Mr. LA SERE: For dredging the bars at 
the mouths of the Mississippi river, and construct- 
ing the necessary works to oe the channel open, | 
$50,000. tejected, 

ty Mr. SCAMMON: For a pier on the harbor | 
of Cape Porpoise, in the State of Maine, as report- 
ed by Colonel Abert of the Bureau of Topograph- 
ical Engineers, $5,000. Rejected, 

By Mr. SYKES: Ten thousand dollars for im- 
proving the navigation of the Delaware river, he- 
tween Trenton and Pordentown, in accordance 
with the surveys made under the direction of the 
United States engineers. Rejected, 

$y Mr. COBB: For the improvement of the 
Flint rive r, Georgia, $50,000. Rejected. 

By Mr. DELANO, (on behalf of Mr. Roor:) 
For the harbor of Black river, on Lake Erie, 
$2,000 Rejected, 

By the same: For the harbor of Vermillion, 
41,400. Rejected. 

by Mr. GIDDINGS: For improving the harbor 
at Coneaut, $10,000. Rejected, 

By Mr. DELANO: For the improvement of the 
Maumee bay and river, $20,000—ayes 55, noes 87. 
Re je ected, 

By Mr. MeCLERNAND: For the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Ohio river at the 
Grand and Littl Chains, near the confluence of 
the Cumberland and Tennessee rivers, $50,000. 


iy Mr. PAYNE: That every surplus dollar in | 


the treasury, after deducting the legitimate expend- 
itures of Government, be distributed among the 
States, according to the federal ratio of representa- 
tion, to be applied by the States for the purpose of 
regulating commerce, by digging canals, or pur- 
chasing those already dug; building roads, clear- 
ing out rivers, making harbors, establishing fer- 
ries, erecting bridges, &c., &c. Rejected. 

By Mr. BROCKENBROUGH: To distribute 
among the several States, according to the provis- 
ions of the deposite act, all the money in the treas- 
ury on the Ist of October next, not otherwise 


appropriated, exceeding one million of dollars. 
ppro} 5 


Rejected. 


By Mr. BELL (read for information only:) To 


deposite with the several States the sum of two mil- 


lions of dollars, in part payment of the fourth in- | 


stalment. 

A motion was made that the committee 1ise. 
Rejected. 

The item of $10,000 for the harbor of Southport, 
in Wisconsin, was read, 

Mr. MARTIN moved to strike out $10,000, and 
insert $15,000. Negatived. 

Mr. MARTIN moved to insert the following 
item: 

‘*'T’o aid in the construction of a harbor at the 
mouth of Sheboygan river, on the western shore 
of Lake Michigan, $10,000.°" Negatived. 

By Mr. DANIEL P. KING: For the comple- 
tion of the breakwater at Sandy bay, Massachu- 
setts, $30,000. . 


For the improvement of the harbor at Lane’s 


cove, $7 000. 

For the preservation of Lynn harbor and Na- 
hant beach, $20,000. 

By Mr. TIBBATTS, (from the Committee on 
Commerce:) For the works at Bridgeport, Con- 
necticut, $15,000. Agreed to. 

By the same: For obstructions in the harbor of 
Providence, Rhode Island, ———. Agreed to. 

By Mr. ABBOTT: for improving the harbor at 
Newburyport, and the navigation of the Merri- 
mack river, in Massachusetts, $15,000. Rejected. 

By Mr. McILVAINE: For the construction of 
a light-house on the Brandywine shoals, in the riv 
er Delaware, $10,000. Rejected. 

_By Mr, JAMES THOMPSON: For the im- 
penvemens of the harbor at North East, on Lake 
arie, in the State of Pennsylvania, $5,000. 

By Mr. TRUMAN SMITH: For completing 
works already commenced by the Government of 
the United States for improving the harbor of 
Southport, in the State of Connecticut, $15,000. 
Rejected, 

By the same: For improving (in conformity 
with surveys and estimates heretofore made by the 


|| Rejected, i} 
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Government of the United States) the harbor of | 
Stamford, in the State of Connecticut, $15,000. | 





} 

By Mr. JAS. THOMPSON: For the improve- || 
ment of the Alleghany river between Pitsburg, || 
Pennsylvania, and Olean, New York, $50,000. Re- || 
jected, | 

3y Mr. GROVER: Fora survey of the Alle- | 
chany river between Olean and Pittsburg, $10,000. || 
Rejected. {| 

The item of $15,000 for the harbor of Newcastle, 
in Delaware, being read— | 
Mr. HOUSTON moved to strike out $15,000, |) 
and to insert $40,000. Negatived. 

The item of $75,000 for continuing the work on | 
the Delaware breakwater being read— 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to amend the same by 
striking out 975,000, and inserting $100,000. It || 
was negatived. 

By Mr. HAMPTON: For the commencement | 
of a breakwater on Crow shoal, at Cape May 
roads, in the Delaware bay, $100,000, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of 
War. 

By Mr. CUNNINGHAM: For the survey of 
Galveston harbor, $1,000. Rejected. 

By Mr. TIBBATTS, (also under instructions:) | 
For removing the obstructions in Newark bay, 
$15,000. Aort ed to. 

Sy the same: For improving the harbor at Havre | 
de Grace, $20,000. Avreed to. 

sy Mr. CROZIER: For the improvement and 
continuation of the canal round the Muscle Shoals, 
in the Tennessee river, and for removing obstruc- 
tions in said river, $100,000, by ayes 78, noes 58, 
agreed to. | 

3vy Mr. GILES: To strike out the item for the 
Louisville and Portland canal; by ayes 76, noes 77, 
rejected, 1] 

"By Mr. DOUGLASS: And also for the pure || 
chase of the Tilinois and Michigan canal from the 
State of Illinois, such sum as may be necessary ; 
which the President of the United States is here- 
by authorized to purchase, if it can be obtained 
on such terms as he shall deem a fair and reason- 
able price, for the purpose of opening a ship canal | 
between said lakes and the Gulf of Mexico, with 
a view to their defence by the navy of the United 
States. 

By Mr. W. HUNT: For a ship canal around 
the Falls of Niagara, to connect Lakes Erie and | 
Ontario, $500,000. Rejected. 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: To strike out the item for 
the Hudson river as it now stands, and insert * for 
continuing the improvement in Ahe navigation of | 
the Hudson river above and below Albany, in the | 
State of New York, $75,000. Agreed to. | 

By Mr. HERRICK: That $5,000 of the appro- 
priation for the improvement of the navigation of || 
the Hudson river be applied to that portion of said 
river lying between the State dam, or Sloop-lock, 
and the foot of Grand Division street, in the city || 
of Troy. Rejected. {| 

sy Mr. SEVERANCE: To remove obstruc- || 
tions in the tidewaters of Kennebec river, so as to | 
render more accessible the United States arsenal | 
at Augusta, $15,000. Rejected. 

By Mr. E. H. EWING: For the improvement 
of the navigation of the Cumberland river, and || 
removing the obstacles therein, $75,000, to be ex- | 
pended under the direction of the War Depart- | 
ment $30,000; to be expended on that part of said | 
river above the town of Nashville, and $45,000 on || 
that part of said river below the town of Nash- 
ville. 

3y Mr. BELL: That a portion of the appro- 
priation (amount not heard) be expendod on that 
part of the river below the mouth of the Laurel 
river. 

Accepted by Mr. EWING, and the whole re- 
jected. | 

By Mr. SCHENCK: An appropriation of || 
$75,000 for the Cumberland road in Ohio; $150,000 | 
in Indiana; and $150,000 in Hlinois: by ayes 47, | 
noes 91, rejected. 

It was now growing late, and there were yet 
many amendments to be offered. 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON rose and said, that || 


there was no necessity for the House to punish || yal Affairs, submitted an adverse report upon the 
itself at this late hour by further progress on the | — of Elizabeth Sevier; which was ordered to 


bill, as it would be taken up to-morrow. He 
moved that the committee rise. 
The motion being agreed to, the committee rose. | 
And the House adjourned. , 


| Phelps, & Company, and Maurice, Gold, & Com. 


_gally exacted by the collector of the port of New 
| York; which was referred to the c 


zens of the town of Pitsford, Monroe county, 


|| ing to be allowed commutation pay; which was re- 


| Expedition; which was referred to the Committee 


| tion; which was agreed to: 


| one thousand free white male citizens of the United 


| hundred militiamen, to be organized and disciplin- 


‘any part of them, may be called into the service 


|| shall be bound to serve for five years, unless soon- 


| Provided, That no officer shall be appointed unless 


_ the militia; and all promotions shall be made from 


| week. 


















































March 


18, 


a 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, March 18, 1846. 
Mr. DIX presented the petition of Maurice, 


pany, praying the repayment of certain duties ille- 


omminittee on 
Finance. 

Mr. D. also presented the petition of citizens of 
Genesee county, New York, praying the abroga- 
tion of certain treaties made with the Seneca [y- 
dians; which was referred to the Committee 
Indian Affairs. 


Mr. D. further presented the memorial of citi- 


on 


New York, praying the construction of fortifica- 
tions at the mouth of the Genesee river; which wag 
referred to the Committee on Military Afiairs, 
Mr. CASS presented the petition of Henry R. 
Schoolcraft, praying to be allowed in the settle- 
ment of his accounts a credit for certain disburse- 
ments, and compensation for extra services rep- 
dered while Indian agent, in Michigan; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Mr. ALLEN presented the memorial of the 
representative of John Baptiste Viscount de Lo- 
mague, an officer in the revolutionary army, pray- 


ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, 

Mr. DAYTON presented the memorial of the 
New Jersey Historical Society, praying the pub- 
lication by Congress of an increased number of 
copies of the scientific works of the Exploring 


on the Library. 
Mr. SEMPLE submitted the following resolu- 


Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land 
Claims be instructed to inquire into the rights of 
the ancient French inhabitants of Peoria, in the 
State of Illinois, to lands and lots at that place, 
and if it shall be found that they had rights to 
lands or lots which have not been confirmed, then 
to inquire and report what action is necessary to 
be taken to confirm those rights. 

Mr. 8S. also submitted the following resolution; 
which agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Militia be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of organ- 
izing the militia of the United States on the follow- 
ing basis, to wit: 

1. Within each and every district containing 


States over the age of twenty-one and under the 
age of fifty years, there shall be raised, by volun- 
tary enrolment or otherwise, one company of one 


ed as may be provided by law; and the whole, or 


of the United States whenever Congress may or- 
der it. 

2. Whenever any part of the militia shall be 
called into the service of the United States, they 


er discharged. 

3. All non-commissioned officers and officers of 
the line as high as the rank of captain, shal) be 
elected by the men composing each company trom 
among themselves. 

4. All officers above the rank of captain shall be 
appointed by the President of the United States, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate: 


he be taken from the officers or men composing 


the officers or from the ranks according to merit. 
5. Officers to drill by regiments once a year, and 
to receive pay for the time, not exceeding one 


6. Each company to drill once a year, or ofiencr, 
if they think proper. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill to refund a_fine imposed 
upon Thomas Cooper, under the sedition law, ac- 
companied by a report; which was ordered to be 


printed. 
Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Na- 


printed. 
BREVET AND STAFF RANK. 
Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Military 





8, 1846. 
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Affaires submitted the following report; which was | if the revulsion of 1837 had not come, they would 
ordered to be printed; . | have proposed to build a great national church 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom | alongside the Patent Office, so that they might all 


| the useful arts amongst the American people. In 
his opinion one of the highest aims of Government 


' was the encouragement of the arts of civilization in 
ai was referred the memorial of sundry officers of the | worship there beside that national curiosity. He | a legitimate and proper manner. That end was 
i- army of the United States at Corpus Christi, in | thought a stop should be ye somewhere to that | gained in an eminent degree by the Patent Office. 
le- relation to staff rank and brevet rank, report: |) magnificent humbug, the atent Office, which had But he would not go into an argument on that sub- 
ow That they have seen an order of the President of | actually lecturers attached to it—yes, lecturers to || ject. As to talk about the expense of publishing 
7” the United States, dated on the 12th day of the , teach farmers! He was a farmer himself, and he || this document, all he had to say was, that no doubt 

resent month, re-establishing the regulation of | could lecture those lecturers—he could. Let Sen- | some gentlemen were very anxious to show their 
of ‘August 13th, 1829, by President Jackson, in rela- | ators only think of it—lecturers to teach men how || great desire to economize the public expenditures. 
ol tion to brevet and staff rank, and abrogating all | to sow oats! He never went to hear such lectures. | Perhaps at the proper time he (Mr.C.) would evince 
ne subsequent regulations in relation thereto; and be- | How much did the Patent Office cost? Could his | an equal desire to attain thatend. But he thought 
a lieving the said regulation of August 13th, 1829, to friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cameron] tell? No: || that,inthepresent instance, the effort was somewhat 
be a correct exposition of the rules and articles of ; he shook his head; he could not tell. Nobody || forced. His object in rising was simply to correct 
sal war in relation to the subject, and that the re-estab- | could tell. He supposed it cost more than the || what he believed was a misapprehension on the 
Ys lishment of said regulation has applied the ade- | State Department. All of their old commodores || part of the Senator from Conneeticut, [Mr. Nines,] 
al quate and appropriate remedy to the evils com- | and their captains were instructed to fill up their | who had stated that he had before him a pamphlet 
= plained of in the memorial, and has superseded the | vessels with seeds and piants, and all sorts of trash, | containing the report of the Commissioner of Pat- 
: necessity for legislation on the subject, the commit- | and bring them to the Patent Office. He hoped | ents, issued by some publisher in Philadelphia, 
” tee bring back into the Senate the memorial com- | his friend from Connecticut, [Mr. Nites,] who, | and that some members of Congress had sold the 
e- mitted to them, and pray to be discharged from its | with himself, generally stood at the door of the | document. It would have been more liberal and 
” further consideration. treasury, and took care of all the money they had | nearer the mark to have supposed the fact that the 
- Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- | got there, would limit the number to five thou- || Philadelphia publisher, aware of the value of the 
aS mittee on Pensions, submitted adverse reports up- | sand—that would be quite sufficient. A cart load document and its popularity, had ordered an dition 
: on the petitions of Eli Hinds, Jemima Flood, and , of this document had been sent to his village, (he || from the public printer for bis use. ‘That was a 
le Elizabeth Gassaway. did not live in one of their great cities;) and as he || common procedure. He hoped that there would 
- Also, a report recommending the indefinite post- did not carry on a great correspondence—he had a || be no alteration | in the number of copies recom- 
onement of the bill granting a pension to Noah good character in that respect, and he recom- | mended to be printed by the committee. : 
” Couns which were severally ordered to be print- |, mended his example to other Senators, he did not Mr. NILES said he had a word to say. Since 
: ahs bat | answer any letters at all, that was by far the best || this question was up the other day, he had looked 
c Mr. J. also, from the same Committee, asked peat-one did not often hear from the | ostmaster; || into the history of the legislation on this aubje t, 
that said committee be discharged from the further || but one day he found him in a terrible pucker be- so far as there had been any to sanction the com- 
of consideration of the petitions of Samuel R. Read || cause the documents filled up his room so that he |) pilation and publication of these reports, and he 
'5 and George Guier, and that they be referred to | could not turn himself about. The fact was, his |} found it to be this: In 1836 the Patent Oilice was 
” the Committee on Naval Affairs; which was agreed || village was nota very scientific place, and he (Mr. |, reorganized, and raised from a mere clerkship at- 
to. i| S.) did not move ina literary circle; it was true tached to the State Department into an independent 
ue Mr. J. also, from the Committee on Pensions, | “aig oe eee ery ene in Raa villages a or, Agen he might say = mopeneaes 
, i i > ry || Dut he did not belong to thei. e thought that | department. nthe act passed at that time, there 
id ee Caemene six men could be found in his village who would | on a section souenmninans one thousand dollars 
of tions for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the | read the document, and therefore he would agree | to be expended by the Commissioner of Patents in 
ne Government for the year ending 30th June, 1846, || to take six copies of the document. And if he was || collecting agricultural statistics, It was a mere 
ey and for other puposes, approved March 3d, 1845. | to be flooded with as many of these booksas last | incidental appropriation, and could have no effect 
to Mr. NILES moved that five thousand copies of || year, he hoped his colleague, [Mr. Asniey,| who | beyond the ensuing year. Since that period, there 
n a recent report of the Postmaster General be print- | franked them off last year, would follow suit, and | has been annually an appropriation of one thou- 
lo ed for the use of the Senate; which was agreed to. || do the same for him again. j sand dollars for the same object, until last year, 

‘| Mr. BENTON regarded the question as one | when an appropriation of three thousand dollars 

n; REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS: || much more important than the mere printing ofa || was smuggled through Congress for procuring ag- 
Mr. ATHERTON moved to take up the report | document. He was opposed to the system of ex- || ricultural statistics, without the restriction that it 
€ of the Committee on Printing, recommending the || pending the public money for the publication of a |! was to be expended by the Commissioner of Pat- 
n- printing of the report of the Commissioner of Pat- _document made up in a great measure of com- || ents. I say (said Mr. N.) this appropriation was 
"- ents, and briefly advocated the printing of the num- | munications furnished in reply to circulars issued || smuggled through Congress, because | believe that 
ber of copies recommended by the committee, who | from the Patent Office, by persons who had no | very few members of either House knew anything 
ig had evinced their desire to economize by recom- | object but merely to get their names published || about it; and much less did they know the object 
d mending the printing of a much less number than | in a public document. The volume had swollen || for which it was intended. No one can have sup- 
e last year. He corrected a statement made by the | to one thousand pages; and at the rate at which posed that this three thousand dollars was design- 
i- Senator from Connecticut in a former debate, that it had grown, it would soon amount to two or | ed to create another office, and be a provision for 
ie this appropriation was not authorized by law. | three thousand pages. But he was opposed to the | paying the incumbent. But such, he understood, 
n- Mr. SEVIER entered into some historical de- || principle of teaching the people agriculture in this | had been the fact; this sum had been given to an- 
or tails relative to the origin and progress of the Pat- || way. It was the remark of a wise man, no longer | other person, the gentleman who had formerly 
ce ent Office, from the period when it was merely an | amongst them, that if the Government would un- | been at the head of the Patent Office, who had col- 
r= integral portion of the State Department, under the || dertake to instruct the people in the art of raising | lected the information which made up the present 
management of one of its clerks, until it had be- | corn, they would soon be obliged to purchase the || report. We had now two officers, each receiving 
be come a distinct, and splendid, and costly establish- | seed for them. It was a vain idea, that of the Gov- || three thousand dallars per annum; one who took 
-y ment. It had actually grown up to be a branch of | ernment teaching the people agriculture. In the || charge of the Patent Office, and another who col- 
n- the Government. He was quite alarmed at this. || West it was well known, that, after the first year, || lected statistical information and compiled the re- 
Their fathers had got on very well in their good | the farmers had no oceasion to buy seed. “The || port on agriculture. What was a mere clerkship 
of old moderate way, with a Patent Office confined to || only exception in his (Mr. B.’s) State, had been || a few years ago had grown up to be an indepen- 
be a single room in the old Post Office. But now || that of a very learned gentleman, who had under- | dent department, and was now dividing itself and 
m they had got a great granite building, and a Com- || taken to write a book on the subject of planting || forming another distinct and independent bureau, 
missioner, and a team of clerks, and connected | corn, and who finished by buying his own corn. | which might be called the bureau of agriculture. 
be with it, he believed, a squadron of the navy, which | The expense of the work of instructing the peo- | We have taken the first step, and have to take but 
Sy had gone over the whole world to bring back stones, || ple in agriculture was not the only objection— | one or two steps more, and this bureau will be 
e: and fossils, and birds, and Fejee wigs. that would be assuming a task never contemplated || established. 

S8 Mr. CASS. Egyptian mummies. || by the founders of the Government, and one which || The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Aru- 
ng Mr. SEVIER. Yes; and also Egyptian mum- | would only tend to injure the agriculturists. Let | Exton] misunderstood his remarks the other day. 
m mies—wheatand corn and barley and oats—all sorts | agriculture be left, as in England and France, to | He and not say that this proceeding was wholly 
of seeds; turnip seed, and cabbages, and lettuces— || the farmers themselves, and to the periodicals and || without law; but he said it was irregular, and, in 
nd in fact, almost everything he had heard of, and a || works which were devoted to their interests and | the extent to which it had gone, was without any 
ne great many things of which he had not heard, with | pursuits. legal regulation or sanction. What is the legal au- 
names which he could not make out at all, and had | Mr. CAMERON said that the objection raised thority? Why, previous to last year, it has been 
ry to get his friends from Alabama and Pennsylvania | on the score of expense against the diffusion | an annual appropriation of one thousand dollars, to 
to make out the meaning of. He thought the game || amongst the agricultural classes of a work which || be expended by the Commissioner of Patents in 
ue had been played farenough. He was tired of this || had been sought for with so much eagerness, was || procuring statistics of agriculture. An appropria- 
ed Spending money for the printing of a book about || easily met. There was a surplus fund of more || tion bill does not usually involve an expenditure 
AC buckwheat and Indian corn. Of the documents || than $100,000 to the credit of the Patent Office, and || beyond the amount appropriated; but in this case, 
be accompanying the President’s Message, full of val- || it was only just that some portion of it should be | the appropriation of one thousand dollars has 
uable information relative to the foreign relations, || returned to the people by the publication and cir- | grown into an expenditure of one hundred thou- 
la- the finances, army, navy, Indian affairs, and every- | culation of a document which had met with such | sand dollars. But the appropriation was for col- 
he thing else of the country, only fifteen hundred cop- |, unequivecal favor. He could hardly undertake to | lecting agricultural statistics, And how has it been 
to les were printed. This Patent Office had gone too | reply seriously to the assaults which had been made | expended? Why, in collecting materials consist- 
far ahead. It had absorbed the public printing in | upon the Patent Office as a useful department of | ing of essays on agricultural subjects—some ori- 
agreat degree. It had all turned out just as he | the public service. It was well known thatatthat | ginal, and others extracts from other publications 
had anticipated years ago when it was proposed || office intelligence at once valuable and gratifying | —for a large volume, which is called a report. In 

ry to build that magnificent structure. He supposed, || was daily received in relation to the progress of all i 


this publication last year, consisting of more than 
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five hundred pages, there were but two pages of | 
It has none of the charae- | 
teristica of a report, but is a volume composed of | 
essays and articles on various agricultural subjects, | 


agriculiural statistics. 


many of which had appeared in other agricultural 
publications in the country. He thought it time 
Lo put a stop to such irregular and useless expend- 
ures. ) 7 
marks of the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
Camenon;] he was not mistaken in his remarks 
the other day in regard to these reports having 
been in the hands of the booksellers. The Sena- 
tor supposed the copy he read was a reprint of 
this report. It was not so. The copy on his ta- 
ble is our publication, and one of the copies print- 
ed by order of Congress. No bookseller has re- 
published this report. They could purchase it 
cheaper than they could reprint it; and if they had 
reprinted it, they would have done it in a much 
cheaper form. The copies we have printed at the 
pubhe expense have found their way into the hands 
of the booksellers; and it was not for him to say 
how they rot there. 

Mr. ASHLEY next rose, and was about to re- 
ply to the Senator who last spoke, but gave way 
toa mouon, which prevailed, to proceed to the 
consideration of the 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the joint resolution sub- 
mitted by Mr. Avuen, as amended by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, proposing to give no- 
tice to the Government of Great Britain of the in- 
tention of the Government of the United States to 
abrogaté the convention authorizing the joint occu- 
pancy of the Oregon territory, the resolutions of 
Messrs. Hannecan, Catnoun, Crirrenpen, and 
Coreuirr, and the joint resolution of the House 
of Representatives on the same subject. 

The question being on the substitute proposed 
by Mr. Carrrenpen— 

Mr. ARCHER rose, and addressed the Senate 
for about an hour. But his remarks were deliver- 
ed in so low a tone that it was impossible for the 
reporter to catch anything beyond occasional and 
accidental glnapses of their import. The follow- 
ing sketch, therefore, must be regarded rather as 
an abstract of his course of argument than a re- 
port of his speech. 

It was seldom (he said) that a question was pre- 
sented which demanded, in as great a degree, fear- 
Jess and honest counsels as that beforethem. Not 
only the controversy for a large territory was in- 
volved, but the issues of the decision they should 
render, which were of still hicher importance. 
The people of this country must desire to receive 
correct inforination im relation to this controversy, 
rather than to see their servants there manifest any 
feelines that would overlook the merits of the ques- 
tion, of which they would have to reap the bene- 
fits or sustain the calamities; and yet what had 
tliey witnessed, and what had been ‘the treatment 
which this grave question had received from Sena- 
Lors on this floor? He deplored the violent invee- 
tives which had beeu indulved in by the friends of 
the notice, and the tone of the papers, as they 
tended to impair fair and free discussion. Even 
in that body, so distinguished for its dignity and 
courtesy, they were told—what? Why that this 
question was one of nerve and patriotism, and that 
those who did not take a pectiar view of the ques- 
tion were deficient in these qualitie s. He did not 
mention this for the purpose of attaching any blame 
to gentlemen who took this course, but for another 
reason. He was himself liable to the charge thus 
made. He (Mr. A.) avowed he had not nerve 
enough to involve his country in unnecessary dan- 
ger, nor could he respect such nerve. As for pa- 
triotism, he knew too well how cheaply it could 
be purchased in these days, by a course of invec- 
uve, to desire a like reputation for it. He was not 

ambitious of such patriotism. As to the sense of 
honor in revard to this country, he believed there 
was no honor except in doing and demanding what 
was just. He heard a great deal about the senti- 
ment expressed by Commodore Decatur—* Our 
country, right or wrong’’—to which he did not 
object, if it was understood to say that we ought 
to assist our country when engaged in war, right 
or wrong; but if it implied an obligation to enter 
deliberately into war, right or wrong, for himself, 
and for his country, he abjured a political morality 
like that. This was a questign of war or peace. 


THE CONGR 


He had a word to say in reply to the re- | 








He would not go into a detailed examination of | 


the whole question, but would simp! 


whet 
Oregon, we were to have war, or, by limiting those 


repeat, that | 
the oe reduced to its real substance, was, | 


ver, by asserting our claims to the whole of 


claims by negotiation, we were to have peace. | 


The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Atven) had said, 
in the course of his remarks, that he was anxious 
to prepare the hearts of the people of this country 
for war. 
prepare them for peace. 

Mr. ALLEN. 
wish to ascribe to me words I did not use. I take 
this occasion to repeat what I thought I had often- 
times before stated, that, in answer to certain re- 
marks made by the Senator from Massachusetts 
with regard to the mode this Government should 
adopt of quietly debating measures, and saying but 
little about them, I replied that I held just the - 
posite of those epinions; that | believed the whole 


state of the question, that all the dangers which the’| 


foreign relations of the country threaten to its 


veace, should be fully made known to the country | 


’y open, full, and public dealings. 
ed, in connexion with that subject, if it was essen- 
tial to prepare public opinion, and the minds and 
hearts of the people, by the frank disclosures of 
the real state of the facts, they ought to be stated, 
whether war or anything else was to follow. It 
was not, therefore, a declaration made independent 


And I remark- | 


of other questions, that | wanted to throw imto the | 
public mind, and excite in it, a national predisposi- | 


tion to war. 


Senator will see, and | am sure his candor and jus- | 
tice will lead him to accept this explanation. And | 
I repeat—I take not back one syllable of what I | 


uttered then. 


It is printed and corrected by my | 


own hand; it stands there, and I abide the event, 


whatever it may be. 


Mr. ARCHER had no disposition to impute to | 
the Senator from Ohio any sentiments he had not | 


avowed, nor had he meant to insinuate that he was 
the reckless advocate of war; for he supposed the 


gentleman thought that war might be required by | 


the exigencies of the question, and that the hearts 
of the people should be prepared for it. 


Now, his | 


(Mr. Arcner’s) opinion was directly the reverse, | 
He thought the best efforts of every man should 


be to prepare the hearts of the people for compro- 
mise and peace. ‘That was a question of war; and 
what sort of a war? Was it a war they were to 
estimate by the ships sunk or men slaughtered? 


Not at all. That would be a most erroneous mode | 


of estimating it indeed. 
most destructive of the elements of hufnan prosper- 
ity that was recorded in human history. It would 
be a very remarkable one in this view, that not a 
blow this country would have the power to inflict 
on its adversary that would not recoil on our own 
shoulders. They had an interest in the affairs of 
that Power with whom they were incited to go to 


Now, he (Mr. ArncHer) was anxious to | 


I am sure the Senator does not | 


| the convention. 


That was not my meaning, as the || 
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mount to a declaration that we are to have war. 
Now he wanted the people of the country to be 
apprised of the real character of that war.” How 
had that question assumed the fearful aspect it 
then had? How did it happen that the relations 
established between the two countries by the con- 
ventions of 1818 and 1827 were sought to be de- 
stroyed? If they were to have war, it would in 
the first place be a war unprovoked by the adver- 
sary with whom we have to contend. How has it 
been presented to us in its most awful aspect? Has 
Great Britain sought it? Has she violated any pro- 
vision of the existing convention, or done any other 
act which should provoke war? No; it would be 
entirely unprovoked by our adversary. Again, is it 
a war which would be conducive to the possession 
of the object we seek? Now no man could dispute 
that under these conventions the occupation of 
Oregon was absolutely inevitable by the people of 
the United States, if the relations between the Uni- 
ted States and England were not disturbed. We 
were told that while one Englishman went to set- 
tle there under that convention, one thousand 
American citizens go there, as they had a right to 
do, to occupy it. No one could doubt that under 
that arrangement the people of the United States 
in a few years would occupy it. 

But it is objected that, if our citizens go there, 
they must be followed by protection. We are 
not precluded from doing that by the provisions of 
We could build forts, extend 
their laws, establish Indian agencies, and have a 
military foree there. We were precluded from 
none of these—from nothing but one—that was 
the giving of territorial rights. Now, all the new 
States of the Union were settled in the same man- 
ner. People had always gone into them at first as 
squatters, without their territorial rights being re- 
corded, under the certain conviction that, at a 
proper time, their rights would be recorded. War, 
therefore, in this state of things, is not only un- 
provoked, but entirely superfluous. It would not 
only be a war not required, or conducive to its ob- 
ject, but it would actually put out of the power of 
the United States the realization of that object. 
Then it would not be a provoked war, nor condu- 
cive to its object; and he would therefore ask, 
could it be a just war? Even if we held a clear 
and unquestionable title, he would ask, was the 
United States justified in the course proposed? If 
he was asked what was the title of Great Britain, 


| he would say that, had she none other, she hada 


| title under the United States. 
It would be a war the |) 


We had made the 
conventions with her, and four times offered to di- 


| vide the territory with her, in which she was not 


the proposer; on the contrary, rejected the offers. 
And it is at this time, after so long acknowledging 


| the rights on the part of other nations to make 
| settlements that we are going to claim the whole: 


war scarcely inferior to that they had in their own. | 


A picture had been drawn of the prospects of this 


would that be just or honorable? As to the ques- 


' tion of title, a discussion of it, in all its aspects, 


country in case the Union was preserved; and he || 
believed nothing could be said extravagant on that || 


subject. 
depended the realization of these hopes? 


But what was the talisman on which | 
Peace; 


because peace was essential to that expansion and | 


production by which these hopes are to be real- 
ized. In annihilating peace you annihilate com- 
merece, and in annihilating ecommerce you annihi- 
late all tendency to expansion. 

Now, he contended that that was a question of 


war, and a war of the character he had described. | 


It was not necessary to prove that proposition. 


‘There was a territory, which, by their own con- | 
cession, was held in common occupation for thirty | 


years; and the convention under which it was done 


was the result of their own proposition. We had, | 


since the adoption of that convention, at four dif- 


ferent periods tendered—what? Why an equal | 
division of that territory between Great Britain and | 
ourselves: and would any man say, that if they | 


undertook now to settle the controversy by the | 


strong hand of foree—by seizing the whole terri- 


tory—there was a power in the whole world so | 


contemptible as to submit to it? Who are the 
persons who assert our clear and unquestionable 
title to the whole of Oregon? ‘They are the very 


1819. 


' States of this Union now established. 


same persons who are denouncing the pride and || 
arrogance of Great Britain, and who would evince | 


our own moderation and justice by seizing the 
whole territory—a step tantamount to war. If they 


went for the whole of Oregon, it would be tanta- |: 


had been objected to. But he thought the people 
of the United States could not be brought to sane- 
tion a war for the assertion of a title, unless it was 
shown to be a clear and unquestionable one. Com- 
promise and division were the true policy of the 
United States. He believed the United States had 
a good title, and he could not think the British 
Government had any disposition to contest that 
title. But the question was, Had we a clear title 
up to 54° 40’? It must be admitted we had not, 
under the Spanish title, derived from the treaty of 
That title had been ridiculed as derived 
from a grant from the Pope in 1419; but he thought 
it was not properly the subject of ridicule. The 
title to the great mass of property, municipal as 
well as national, was conventional. When, among 
nations, the grounds of title have been recognised, 
it is a good and valid title. If the claim of Spain 
to America, confirmed by the Pope, was at that 
time acknowledged by other nations, It was good 
and valid; and, indeed, had the pretensions of 
Spain, as allowed by the Pope, not been held 
as good, there would ‘hardly have been one of the 
But we 
were the first to attempt to invalidate the title of 
Spain, during the first negotiations of 1818. In 
what a position do we place ourselves now, by 
setting up that title! If right now, what were 
we doing in 1818 but setting up a dishonest 
claim to title ?—for the discovery of Gray could not 
be good if Spain’s title was good. If the discov- 
ery of the mouth of the Columbia by Gray gives 
us a valid title, there was no force in the Spanish 
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title; if there was force in the Spanish title, then 


our title by the discovery of Gray is invalid. The | 
doctrine of the Secretary of State on that topic | 


was a mistaken one. e said, if we had one 
round of title, and acquired another, we could 
sake use of both. That was quite true; but they 


must not be repugnant titles, as these were; for if | 


our title by discovery was good , it must be that 
that of Spain was bad; if the Spanish title was 
cood, there was no force in ours. : 

*Another ground there was on which the title of 
Spain might be good. Undoubtedly she made the 
first discoveries: at least she was the first power 
whose ships sailed along the coast. But it was 
replied that discovery gives no solid title, unless 
followed up by settlement; and she had none on 


this coast north of the Columbia but Nootka, | 


which was entirely abandoned by Spain. Another 


source from which Spain might have derived title: | 


Suppose all the Powers of the earth had assented 
to the pretensions of Spain, they would, although 
yunsustained by any facts or principles of public 
law, have been good by prescription. But this is 


not so; for during all the time her claims to exclu- | 


sive sovereignty were disputed both by Russia and 
England, as well as by ourselves. It could not, 
then, be a title by prescription. 
prised at the extraordinary weight attached to the 
‘ootka Sound convention there. It had been said 
Great Britain had no title but what was derived 
from that; but he (Mr. A.) maintained that that 


He had been sur- | 


convention was not to assert a title, but to ascer- | 
tain one on the part of Great Britain; and it was | 


found from the correspondence of Mr. Huskisson 
in 1824, that England asserted a parity of title with 


Spain, and that the Nootka convention fixes and || 


ascertains the title of Great Britain. If Great Brit- 


ain had recognised a title in Spain, how could the || 


contest relative to the seizures of ships, which led 
to the convention, have taken place, but that Spain 


was asserting a title Great Britain had never recog- | 


nised? Why, if she acknowledged the title of 
Spain, should she take offence at the seizure of 


ships, as it had been the policy of Spain always to | 


exclude foreigners from that coast? But she did 
not admit the claims of —. and she was ready 
at all times to repel them by war. But he thought 


ii was immaterial to know what the object of the | 


Nootka convention was. He would submit to his 
honorable ffriends whether there were not such 
doubts in this source of title from Spain as would 
not authorize them to go to war for it. 

One point more he thought worthy of attention, 


and that was, that by strict construction the Con- | 


stitution of the United States makes no provision || 


for acquisition of territory whatever; no, not so 
much as one acre for a dock-yard, &c. 
it was said that discovery gives us a title to thirteen 
decrees of latitude. 
the Constitution of the United States, although we 
were not inhibited from acquiring territory in a 


But now | 


way which had been used in several cases to a | 


large extent, under the treaty-making power, or 
by purchase. What he had been endeavoring to 


vrove was, not that we had no ‘title, but that we | 


had not a title so clear and unquestionable to the 


whole of the claims asserted by certain members || 


He found no such power in || 


of that body as to justify the consequence of war. | 
He asked the attention of the Senate to the ques- | 


uon of war; but although nobody could suppose 
that, in ease of war, there would be a man in the 
land who would not sustain it, yet it was very im- 


portant to consider what might be the conse- | 


quences of the war that was to come. 


He was | 


ready to assume, with the Senator from Ohio, for | 


the sake of argument, that, in the event of war, we 


should be triumphant on every wave and in every || 


teld. He was willing to concede further, that, by 
that war, they adwnld occupy all the dominions of 
Great Britain on this continent, and so subdue her 
as to make her sue for peace. He could not, in- 
deed, assent to the opinion of the honorable Sena- 
tor that England would not go to war single-hand- 
ed for Oregon; and he would remind the Senator 
that war was very likely, if the doctrines he ad- 


ropean Powers were ready to pounce down upon | 


! 


j 


|, was its first act? 
‘anced prevailed; for he told them that all the Eu- | 


us in order to counteract the influence our system | 


had over all the earth. 


them than when we were engaged in the dispute || 


with England? But he did not impute to them 
‘ny such intention, and he could not concur in the 
views of the Senator. But he was willing to 


If such were the case, | 
when could there be a more favorable time for || 











_grant, for the sake of argument, that all he sup- 

posed would take place; that even when the dec- 
laration of war had taken place, her ships, concen- 
‘trated in force on our coest, would take to their 

heels to guard her colonies from invasion; still, if 
' England never sent a ship here at all to ravage our 
coasts, they would still be compelled to act on the 
supposition that she would do so; and it would cost 
as much to provide for defence if she never sent a 


vessel, as if she sent her fleets in the createst force | 


to invade us. The Senator from South Carolina 
{[Mr. Carnoun] had shown they would require 
armies—in all, 200,000 men—and two navies: and 
there was one peculiarity about armies here that 
was not seen in European countries. It would not 
be an army ofenlisted men, but a militia force, com- 
»osed of men changing every three or six months. 
Such an army would be doubly as expensive as the 
same force cf a regular standing army. And where 
were we to get the means of providing for all these 
armies? Our sources of revenue are derived en- 
tirely from commerce; our markets were nearly all 
abroad. These would be cut off; but even if we 


found access to them to a certain extent, we would | 


have to go there liable to all the charges of insu- 
| rance, indirect communication, and all the losses 
that condition of things would produce. We 
could raise no revenue from customs at all. Mr. 
Gallatin had computed the amount to be provided 


for at about seventy millions a year; but the Sen- | 


ator from South Carolina said it was much too 
small a computation, and showed that we had no 
other resource than in an unlimited circulation of 
paper money. We could not make loans abroad, 
and if made at all, they must be made at home. 
We would have to rely entirely on banks to sus- 
| tain a paper system, and come into the same con- 
dition as we were in, not In the war of 1812, but 
in that of the Revolution. And that state of things 


would not end with the war; the same necessity | 


for a revenue would exist after the advent of peace. 
The enormous accumulation in ten years of over 
$750,000,000 of debt would require a revenue to 
meet the interest, and that could not be derived 
from commerce; and we would be compelled to re- 
sort to the same system of indirect taxes as du- 
ring the war. That was the change war would 
effect in our financial and social systems. 
there was another, a larger, and more philosophi- 
cal view presented the other day by the Senator 
from South Carolina. ‘That war would be with 
a Power that was able to resist Napoleon, armed 
with the whole force of Europe. It would not 
be a short one. However signal its successes, 
its effect on the social system of the United States 
would be extremely disastrous. As proven by 
the experience of the past, we would have the 
Jacksons and Johnsons—the military men—filling 
all the public offices. He had heard it suggest- 
ed that the war itself would break up the Union. 
He did not believe that possible. The stability of 
the Union might be sapped by covert attacks on 


| the Constitution, by the usurpations and innova- 
| tions of men in power at home, but it could not be 


destroyed by foreign hostility. It was the spirit of 
military men to be imperious and despotic. He 
confessed that it was in that view that he regarded 
the results of such a contest as most serious. It 
would not be conducive in any way to our inter- 
ests. Even if successful, the consequences would 
be extremely disastrous. ‘There was another view 
which he felt it his duty to present. How was it 
that such a war would be brought upon us? Would 
it be for any great national interest? No: it would 
| be a war to redeem a party pledge. So it had been 
broadly stated on that floor. The honorable Sen- 
ator from Indiana said, that if the President would 
not obey the behest of the Baltimore convention, 
| he would regard him as a traitor. Had that con- 
' vention then, indeed, authority to override the 
Constitution of the country? Was that all? That 
| convention at Baltimore met for a special purpose 
| —to carry out the views of a party of the United 

States, in the election of a Chief Magtatrate. What 


} 
i 
| 
| 


| nee of nearly two-thirds of the votes of that con- 
vention, in favor of a person before not thought of 
at all. ‘There was no expression then of the opin- 
| ion of the people of the United States on the sub- 


| ject now under discussion. That was, in fact, im- 
possible either with regard to Texas or Oregon. 
| And yet that resolution, not responsive to public 
opinion, but designed to fabricate an opinion for 
| electioneering purposes, was now held up as au- 


But | 
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thority. Was that anything but Jacobinism ? 


That was the point to which we are now brought. 
It was nota party, but a national question. It had 
been represented as one affecting a western interest. 
There was no western * interest;”? but there was 
a western temper—a temper always characteristic 
of new States—with great virtues, with great de- 
fects—impulsive and 1mpetuous—obstinately bent 
on the accomplishment of its purpose—a temper of 
unlimited avidity for the acquisition of territory. 
He knew that the political power was to go there. 
There it was toculminate. He did not object to 
that. Where the wealth and population were, 
there ought to be the power. But he desired that 
progress to be moderate. 
“Westward the star of empire takes its way.” 

The sentiment was as true as its expression was 
pore He trusted that it would be accompanied 
vy the orb of education, and that it would shed a 
benign, not a baleful influence. 

Mr. NILES then moved that the Senate go into 


Executive session. 


The motion was put and carried; and then, after 
some time spent with closed doors, 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, March 18, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The House, by consent, took up and referred 
the joint resolution from the Senate, for the relief 


| of Peter Gorman. 


A PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. SAWYER rose and asked leave to make a 


|, personal explanation. 


And leave having been granted— 

Mr. SAWYER said: Something occurred in 
this House yesterday, on an amendment offered 
by one of my colleagues, [Mr. Detano,] making 
an appropriation for the improvement of the Mau- 


| mee river, which calls for some notice at my hands. 


| set myself right. 


| injure me, or any other man. 
| tend to convey is, that he would not knowingly 


I find that I am incorrectly reported in the Nation- 
al Intelligencer; and that I am thus represented in 
a wrong light as regards that matter. I wish to 
The attack that was mede upon 
me yesterday was sufficient of itself’, without su- 
peradding a wrong report of what actually did 
take place. I take this occasion to say, that, so 
far as I know and believe, so far as I have any ac- 
quaintance with the gentleman who offered the 
amendment, he is incapable of doing anything to 
The meaning | in- 


| or intentionally do any such thing; and that, from 


evidence adduced to me, he did not offer the amend- 
ment at all with that view. 


But there are other individuals here who seemed 


| to push on the work yesterday, and whose inten- 


To throw overboard the nomi- | 


tions, as I believe, are of a different character; 
and, thus believing, I dare to speak. 
The report says— 
‘* Mr. Sawyer inquired who moved the amend- 
ment, and said he represented that district.’’ 
That (continued Mr. 8.) is true. 
The report further says: 
*¢ The Chairman gave the information desired. 
** Mr. Sawyer said he wanted the interference 
of no man in the affairs of his district.” 
That (continued Mr. 8.) is also true. 
But what follows is not true. It may have been 
a mistake; I have no doubt that itis. The report 
says: 
‘If the appropriation had been wanted, he 
| would have moved it himself.” 
| I said no such thing (continued Mr. S.) 
| And, again, the report says: 
re - As it was not wanted, he would not vote for 
it. 
| I said no such thing, (again remarked Mr. 8.) 
| and an explanation on this subject is necessary. 
| desire to place myself right before my constitu- 
ents, and I do not intend that any man shall place 
| me in a wrong position towards them. There 
| were two gentlemen here—high-minded, horor- 
_ able gentlemen—who have the control of this mat- 
ter, and who have been engaged officially for the 
improvement from that district. They advised 
me not to offer that amendment yesterday. I think 
I have as good a right to know what the wishes 
of the people there are as anybody else; and I 
| feel that 1 am perfectly justifiable in the course I 
| bave pursued. When the proper time comes, I 
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| 
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intend to offer an amendment; I intend to do so || Mr. PERRY moved that the bill and amendment 
thie morning, and to offer such a one as will suit | be laid on the table. 

myself. If gentlemen think proper to vote for it, |) | Mr. HOPKINS was understood to request Mr. 
well and good; if not, they can take their own | Perry not to insist on that motion, as the whole 
course. I felt that this much was necessary to set || — would thus be laid on the table. 

myself right in the matter, and I will not further | he motion was not withdrawn. 

Mr. DELANO asked leave to make a personal | and other members, and were ordered. 
explanation. He stated that his experience in re- || The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; and when 
gard to personal explanations admonished him, | the name of 
that, when made, they should be brief; and he | Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL was called, that gentle- 
promised that he would detain the House but fora |, man rose and asked the Speaker to state what the 
moment. } bill was. 

He said he had received petitions and letters The SPEAKER said it was the mileage bill. 
from sundry persons interested therein in regard to || Mr. INGERSOLL said he knew it was the mile- 
the necessity of an appropriation for the improve- | age bill; but (he was understood to add) he knew 
ment of the Maumee river. The petitions he had nothing of what its provisions were. 
presented several weeks since, at which time he | The SPEAKER said the Clerk was calling the 
advised several of his colleagues that on some suit- | roll; it would not be in order to read the bill. 
able occasion, he would move an amendment to || Mr. INGERSOLL asked, as a personal favor, 
the * river and harbor bill,’’ making an appropria- | that it might be read. 
tion for the improvement of the Maumee river. dut it was not read. 

He had several days since presented to his col- 
league [Mr, Scuencx] his proposed amendment, |) announced as follows: 
and asked him if he would support it. Mr.S re- | YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Arnold, Ashmun, Ba- 
plied that he would, because " considered him- } ker, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Buffington, John H, 
acif bound, in justice to the persons who had con- | . ampbell, ( atheart, Chipman, Constable, Cranston, Doug- 

: : uss, Ficklin, Foot, Garvin, Giles, Harmanson, Hoge, 
fided this matter to his care to do so; because he | fough, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
considered the proposition meritorious; because he | La Sere, Ligon, Maclay, Joseph J. McDowell, Marsh, 
believed the people of his own State, and particu- Morse, Moseley, Parrish, Payne, Peseitl, Perry, Phelps, 
larly those in the vicinity of the Maumee Bay, en-|| Bice Relic, Robert, Lonard I, Sime, Rober, Smit 
titled to the appropriation. ; 


: , : : |, Vinton, Wentworth, and Yancey—48. 
He had submitted the motion with no design or | NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Anderson, 
desive to wound the feelings of his collearue, [Mr. || Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, 
Gs or to do him ininatice a or else rth > James Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, 
SAWYER,] OF y a ee abe Sewner » | Milton Brown, William G. Brown, Burt, Wm. W. Camp- 
but simply to discharge a duty which the citizens of | hell, Carroll, John G. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, 


his own State had devolved upon him; and, in do- | Clarke, Cobb, Coeke, Collin, Crozier, Cullom, Culver, || 


ine whic] ac . » entire ¢ batio Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, Darragh, Garrett 
ng which, his conduct had the entire approbation Davis, Delano* De Mott, Dixon, Dobbin, Dockery, Drom 
goole, Dunlap, Ettsworth, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Edwin 
The SPEAKER said that the business first in | H. Ewing, Faran, Poster, Fries, Gentry, Giddings, Good- 

eats ‘ tee . ae soa far ve. | Year, Gordon, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, 
order would be the call of the committees for re Hampton, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, 
Hopkins, John W. Houston, George 8. Houston, Edmund 

hi sine i i W. Hubard, Hungerford, Jas. B. Hunt, Hunter, Joseph R. 
MILEAGE OF MEMBERS. Ingersoll, James H. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George 
Mr. J. P. MARTIN, from the Committee on | W- Jones, Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Leake, 
Mileage, offered a resolution discharging the Com- | Utih, Lewis, Levin, Lumpkin, McClean, McClelland, 
; SY? ; ' mips te ae MeConnell, James MeDowell, MeGaughey, MclTivaine, 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union from | MeKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Moulton, 


of his judgment. 


ports. 


the hill heretofore reported by him, in relation to | Niven, Owen, Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Reid, || 
Ritter, Julius Rockwell, John A Rockwell, Russell, Saw- || 


the mileage of members. elle Hen - s Gakensk, Reman, Medien, Man 
a. . ae Se ee ee elle, Sawyer, Scammon, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, Sev- 
Mr. BOWLIN said that, oS this subject had erance, Simpson, Truman Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. 
been brought up, he desired to offer an amend- | Smith, Starkweather, Stewart, St. John, Strohm, Strong, 
ment; which was read for information, as follows: |) Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James Thompson, Tred- 
“Sec. — That no member be allowed pay for | WY; Trumbo, Wheaton, White, Williams, Wilmot, Wood 
a ward, Wright, Yell, Young, and Yost—135. 
any day that he does not actually attend the sitting oe ¥ 
of the House if in session that-day, unless absent So the bill and amendment were not laid on the 
hy its order on the business of the House, or pre- table. : ‘ 
vented from attending by sickness; and the fail- And = question recurring on the amendment of 
ure of any member to answer to his name on Mr. BOWLIN, 
the call of the House, or on the call of the ayes 
and noes, shall constitute him an absentee for the | Ment to the amendment: 
day, unless it appears from the journals of the 


cused for sickness on the certificate of a physician; seat of Government— 
and no member absent from the House for his own “And be it further enacted, That from the year 


business or pleasure, and with or without the leave | eighteen hundred and ae the seat of Government | 


of the House, shall receive any pay for the time | f the United States shall be, and is hereby, loca- 
he is so absent. f ‘ . 
“ Sec. — That it shall be the duty of the Clerk || State of Missouri, u yon the township of land grant- 
of the House, at least once every day, to furnish ed by the State of Missouri to the Federal Gov- 
the Sergeant-at-Arms with a list of those mem- | €™™ment for that purpose, whenever Congress shall 
bers who, on the preceding day, failed at any signify its acceptance. 
one time to answer to their names, either upon a Mr. BOWLIN accepted the amendment as a 
call of the House, or on the ayes and noes; and | modification of his amendment. 
the Sergeant-at-Arms, upon receiving such list, Mr. YANCEY moved that it be laid on the ta- 
shall charge the members so absent, and shall take | ble, (though the reporter thinks it was not heard 
from his gross pay, in the settlement of his account, | by the Speaker. ) 
the amount of one day’s pay for every day so ab- Mr. G. W. JONES moved to amend the amend- 
sent.” ment, by striking out the words “ near the city of 
Mr. JACOB THOMPSON desired leave tomake | St. Louis,’’ and inserting ‘ Jeffersonville, in the 
two reports, as he was not in his seat at the mo- | State of Indiana.”’ 
ment the committee of wnich he was a member was Mr. J. said that whenever the seat of Govern- 
called a few days ago. || ment was removed, he desired that this should be 
The SPEAKER said that the mileage bill was || its location. 
before the House, and that the question would be || Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired of the Speaker 
on ordering it to be engrossed for a third reading. || whether it would be in order to move to zo into 
Mr. MARTIN desired to know whether it was || Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 
in order for the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 
Bown] to offer an amendment whilst he (Mr. Mr. DROMGOOLE submitted the motion, which 
M.) was on the floor? || was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER was understood to say that, Mr. SCHENCK asked leave to say a few words 
not understanding the gentleman from Kentucky | in personal explanation. 
{[Mr. Martin} as claiming the floor, it had been | Objections were made; and the Speaker suggest- 
given to the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Bow- || ed that the gentleman would have an opportunity 
Lin,] who had offered his amendment. || hereafter. 
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oi Oe on the indulgence of the House. The yeas and nays were asked by Mr. Hopxims, | 


The roll having been called through, the vote was | 


Mr. YELL offered the following as an amend- | 


Strike out $8 and insert $5 per diem, and insert | 
House that he was absent by its order, or be ex- || $6 for every twenty miles of travel to and from the | 


ted and established near the city of St. Louis, in the | 





March 18, 





| Mr. SCHENCK said, Very well; the House 
would be pleased to consider this as a notice that 
|| he wished to make a personal explanation. 

| 

| 


| RIVERS AND HARBORS. 
! 


Whereupon the House resolved itself into Com. 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
|| (Mr. T. Smira, of Indiana, in the chair,) and re. 
|| sumed the consideration of the bill making appro- 
} priations for the improvement of certain harbors 
|| and rivers. 
| Amendments were still in order, and they were 
| offered, as follows: 
| By Mr. BAKER: For the improvement of tho 
|| Illinois river below the mouth of the Illinois and 
| ao canal, $75,000: by ayes 35, noes 84, re- 
|| jected, 
|| By Mr. HOPKINS: For constructing a ship 
| canal from the head of steamboat navigation on the 
| Tennessee river, by the most direct and _practica- 
|| ble route to Baltimore, in order to make East Tey. 
|| nessee and Western Virginia more accessible to the 
United States arsenals and depots, and for com- 
|| pensation to Professor Espy for raising the clouds 
| and supplying the requisite quantity of rain for 
| steamboat navigation thereon, a sum not exceed- 
|| ing $50,000,000. Rejected. 
| B Mr. SAWYER: For the improvement of 
|| the Maumee bay, to be expended under the direc- 
| tion of the Secretary of War, $14,000. 
| Mr. SCHENCK asked leave to make an expla- 
Nation in relation to a matter which took place 
|| when he was out of the House. 
|| Objected to. 
|| Mr. SCHENCK then moved to amend the 
‘| amendment of Mr. Sawyer, by adding the words 
‘* below the rapids.”’ By ayes 36, noes 78, re- 
|| jected. 
|| And the question being taken on the amend- 
‘| ment of Mr. Sawyer, the vote stood ayes 38, noes 
|| 64. 
| No quorum voting, 
| A second count was taken, and the vote stood, 
|| ayes 38, noes 83. 
| So the amendment was rejected. 

‘| By Mr. BUFFINGTON: For the improvement 
|| of the Alleghany river for steamboat navigation, 
/ $100,000. Rejected. 

By Mr.J.P. MARTIN: For the improvement of 
| Cumberland river at Smith’s shoal, $25,000, to be 
/expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
War. Rejected. 

The following item being under consideration: 

'* For the improvement of the Ohio river below 
the falls, at Louisville, and of the Mississippi, 
Missouri, and Arkansas rivers, $240,000;” 
_ Mr. TIBBATTS moved to amend it, by adding, 
| ** $50,000 thereof to be expended in the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi above the mouth of the 
|, Missouri.”’ 

Some conversation followed between Mr. JA- 
COB THOMPSON and Mr. TIBBATTS. 

Mr. PRICE moved to amend the amendment, 
| by adding, ‘* and $100,000 for the improvement of 
the Missouri river.’’ Rejected. 

Mr. YELL moved to amend the amendment by 
adding, ‘ that the residue of the amount be applied 
to the improvement of the Arkansas river.’” Re- 
jected. 

By Mr. COBB, (suggestion:) That the State of 
Arkansas be cuptniet residuary legatee. Not 
| entertained. 
| Mr. PRICE moved to amend the amendment 
|| by striking out the words ‘¢ the mouth of the Mis- 
|| souri river.”” Rejected. 
|| And then, by ayes 73, noes 52, the amendment 
|| of Mr. Trssarts was agreed to. 
|| Mr. HENLEY desired to move an amendment 
'| striking out the item of appropriation for the Louis- 
|| ville and Portland canal, and inserting a provision 
|| which was not read. , 
|| The CHAIRMAN decided the motion to strike 
| out this item was not in order, that portion of the 
bill having been already acted on. : 

Some conversation followed, of which the re- 
| porter knows nothing. , 
io HENLEY. 5 cannot hear anything the 
Chair says, but I neem it is all right. 

By Mr. C. B. SMITH: For the improvement of 
the Wabash river, $50,000. Rejected. 

By Mr. LA SERE: For a breakwater and har- 
| bor at Port Pontchartrain in Louisiana, $20,000. 

Rejected. : 
y Mr. HARMANSON: And that the engineer 


| 
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ment having charge of the expenditure of 
ge ro ciation for the lower Ohio, the Missis- | 
sippi, the Sai and the Arkansas rivers, be | 
required to take such force as may be applied to 
the removal of snags from the Mississippi river, 
and to commence the work at its mouth, and com- 
plete the same as he ascended the river. Rejected. 
By Mr. CULVER: For facilitating the trans- 
portation of passengers up that branch of Salt River | 
running through the State of New Hampshire, 
$5,000, to be expended under the superintendence | 
of the Commissioner of Patents. Rejected. 
By Mr. CHIPMAN: To strike out ‘‘the Arkan- 


sas river” from the item appropriating $240,000 | 


for the improvement of the Ohio, Mississippi, Mis- 
souri, and Arkansas rivers. Rejected. 


insert, “ Provided that $25,000 of said appropria- |, 


tion be appropriated to the improvement of the 
Washita, White, and Black rivers, in the State of 
Arkansas. Rejected. 

By Mr. BELL: For the improvement of the 
Cumberland river above Nashville, to be expended 


direction of the Secretary of War, $20,000. Re- 
jected. 

“Ry Mr. SCHENCK, (with a preamble which | 
was withdrawn:) An appropriation for the con- 





tinuation of the work on the Cumberland road, || 


$75,000 for Ohio, $140,000 for Indiana, and $140,000 


for Illinois. 

By Mr. W. G. BROWN, (amendment to the | 
amendment:) For the erection of a bridge over the | 
eastern branch of the Ohio river, on the Cumber- 
land road, at Wheeling, $50,000. Rejected. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND, (proviso to the | 
amendment:) Provided, That it is inconsistent to 
appropriate the public money to make harbors and 
remove obstructions to the navigation of the head 
waters of streams, whilst by the protective me | 
the Government is interposing obstacles to the in- | 
gress and egress of commerce through our sea- 
ports. Rejected. 


By Mr. FRIES, (as an amendment to the amend- | 


ment of Mr. Scuencx:) Amend the amendment by | 
adding $50,000 for the perfection of the Bebb and | 
Schenck subterranean railroad, on which to convey | 


their odoriferous friends from Kentucky to Can- |; 


ada. Rejected. 
The point of order on this last-mentioned amend- | 
ment was raised by Mr. RATHBUN. | 
Mr. SCHENCK rose to inquire of his colleague, | 
[Mr. Fries,] whether he intended to insult him by | 
offering this amendment. 
Mr. FRIES. 
ter at any time out of the House. 
Mr. SCHENCK. So far as I am concerned, I | 
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tofore carried on by the Government for improving 


rolina, over which the great southern mail is car- 
ried, $20,000. Rejected. 

By Mr. 8. JONES: 

And be it further enacted, That the stock of Cen- 


| tral and Monroe railroads, and of the Georgia rail- | 


road, in the State of Georgia, be purchased by the 
United States; and that the said roads be kept in 


| good repair, and completed and carried on; and 


|| that all passengers and articles of produce and 


/ merchandise, and all other articles, be transported 
free of expense, and that the cost of purchase, and 
expense of completing and keeping in repair, and 
transportation of passengers, produce, and mer- 


| chandise, be paid out of any money not otherwise 
By Mr. YELL: At the end of the 109th line || 


| appropriated, 
Ind be it further enacted, That the sum of $500,- 


000 be apppropriated, to be expended under the | 


superintendence of a competent engineer, to be ap- 
| pointed by the Secretary of War, in making slack- 
water navigation in the Chattahoochee river, from 


By Mr. DANIEL P. KING: For making a re- 
survey of the harbors at Lane’s cove, Sandy bay, 
Marblehead, and Lynn, $1,000. Rejected. 

By Mr. BIGGS: For the reopening of Roan- 
oke Inlet, and improving the harbor at or near 
Nag’s Head, North Carolina, $100,000. Rejected. 


ment (heretofore published) in relation to the 
Osage river. 
By Mr. PHELPS: (As an amendment thereto. ) 


|| Strike out ‘* $25,000,’ and insert $100,000; and 


add, and for the improvement of the navigation of 


GLOBE. 


| 


j 


' Columbus to West Point on said river. Rejected. | 
according to the report of Colonel Abert, under the |, 


By Mr. LEONARD H. SIMS: The amend- | 


' 


| the navigation of the Cape Fear river, North Ca- | 





White river, in the State of Missouri, the sum of | 


‘| $20,000. 


Mr. SIMS accepted the amendment to the 
amendment, and, thus amended, the amendment 
was rejected. 

By Mr. HENLEY: For the construction of a 
| canal around the falls of the Ohio river, on the In- 


struction to the navigation of the Ohio river, at the 
falls thereof, $300,000. Rejected. 

| By Mr. STROHM: Provided, That no portion 
of the appropriations hereinbefore made shall be 
maid during the ensuing year, in case the tariff of 
| 1842 shall be modified, altered, or repealed, during 
| the present session of Congress. Rejected. 


| 


| By Mr. BROCKENBROUGH: Provided, That | 


| no money shall be drawn from the treasury by this 


| act to make the improvements directed in any State 
I will talk to you about that mat- | 


| which received - money on deposite from the 
| Government of the U1 
_ proved June 23d, 1836, entitled ** An act to regu- 


ask the committee to take such action as it may | late deposites of the public money,’’ until the Sec- 
think proper in relation to an amendment of that || retary of the Treasury shall have first called upon 
character. 
Some confusion ensued. || ner provided in said act, and shall have received 
‘The reading of the amendment was called for, | and expended the same, so far as they will extend, 
but the Chairman said that it was not in order to | towards meeting the appropriations in this act pro- 
read it, because the question upon it had been de- || vided. Rejected. 
cided. ||. By Mr. G. W. JONES: The substitute, pub- 
Mr. BAKER appealed, but subsequently with- | lished in yesterday’s proceedings, for the bill. 
drew the appeal, in order that the amendment might || Rejected. 


be read. y Mr. BELL: The substitute, heretofore pub- 

But it was not read. lished. Rejected. 

Some excitement and a good deal of conversa- And then, on motion of Mr. TIBBATTS, the 
tion followed; after which the matter was dropped || committee rose and reported the bill and amend- 
for the present. || ments to the House. 

The question was then taken on the amendment | And the question being on concurring in the 
of Mr. Scuenck, and decided, by ayes 38, noes || amendments, and on ordering the bill to be en- 
not counted, in the negative. | grossed for a third reading, 

By Mr. HARMANSON: || Mr. WENTWORTH demanded the previous 

Provided twenty-five thousand dollars of which || question. 
shall be applied to the removal of snags, logs, and|} Mr. SCHENCK asked Mr. W. to withdraw it, 
impending trees between the mouth of Red river | to enable him (Mr. S.) to make a personal expla- 
and the raft, to commence at the mouth of the river | nation. 
as soon as possible. Rejected. | Mr. WENTWORTH expressed his willingness 

By Mr. E. H. EWING: | to do so for that purpose only. 

Sec. —. /And be it further enacted, That the stone || A brief conversation followed. The demand 
heretofore used and employed by the Government || for the previous question was seconded. And the 
of the United States in building a wing-dam at the | main question was ordered to be now taken; 
Harpeth shoals in the Cumberland river, in the | (which main question was as stated above.) 

State of Tennessee, be, and the same is hereby,|| The House then gave leave to 

given to a company, chartered by the State of Ten- || Mr. SCHENCK to make a personal explana- 
nessee at the last session of its Legislature, for the | tion. oe isl ; 
purpose of damming and locking said Cumberland | Mr. S. said: While the House was in Commit- 
river from the town of Nashville to the Tennessee | tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, I pro- 
line, to be used by said company in damming and | posed an amendment in relation to an appropria- 
locking said river, Rejected. ‘| tion for the Cumberland road—a work in which a 





By Mr. McK AY: For completing the work here- || portion of my constituents feel a deep interest, as || marks. 


| diana shore, $500,000. Rejected. For the erec- | 
tion of a dam and locks for the removal of the ob- | 


lited States, under the act ap- | 


|| such State for the necessary amounts, in the man- | 
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| well as many persons in the West beyond us. 
| While that amendment was pending, a colleague 
| of mine [Mr. Fates} offered an amendment to the 

amendment. The vote was taken upon that amend- 
| ment to the amendment, which I did not hear dis- 

tunctly; and it was in some way disposed of by the 
| committee, (1 did not know, nor have I ascertain- 
| ed yet, precisely how; for about this there seemed 
| to be some discrepancy of opinion;) and it was not 
| until after the action of the committee that I learn- 
| ed from some gentlemen around me—and I learned 
it with much surprise—that my name was men- 
tioned in the amendment to the amendment. Now, 
I have but a very few words to say in regard to 
what then occurred, and to the amendment itself. 
[ have not yet seen it. I am told that it proposes 
a subterranean railway for carrying the blacks 
| from Kentucky to Canada, and designates them as 
the * odoriferous friends’’ of Mr. Bebb and my- 
self. It may be proper for me to state to the 
House that Mr. Bebl., who is referred to, is the 
present Whig candidate for governor in Ohio. 
Of him I have nothing to say; he probably will be 
sufficiently taken care of by the people of Ohio, 
Why my name was mentioned I am at a loss to 
| know; and especially coming from my colleague in 
the way of this amendment which he has present- 
ed. With that gentleman I had no personal ac- 
quaintance until | came here. Since that time I 
have made his acquaintance—l believe, on my so- 
licitation of a coMeague to give me an introduction; 
and between us there has passed nothing but the 
ordinary courtesies of life, and such treatment as 
there should be from one gentleman to another. 
The House will thus see that the assault was en- 
tirely unprovoked and gratuitous. When I learned 
| that my name was connected in this offensive way, 
| L could not at the moment determine what he could 
possibly mean by it. I accordingly rose and in- 
quired of my colleague whether he meant to insult 
me by using my name in connexion with the ne- 
groes which it asserts are to be taken from Ken- 
tucky to.the North. (I could not yet bring m 
saan believe that it might not have been aa 
ed as a mere jeu d’esprit, though I thought it, if 
designed as a joke, a very untimely one ) The 
only reply [could obtain from my colleague was, 
that he would not tell me whether it was intended 
as an insult or not; and if I wanted to know I could 
learn it elsewhere. I am not to be drawn from my 
purpose, or placed in a false position by this prop- 
osition. I choose to speak of the matter in the 
same public way in which it has been presented to 
the consideration of the House; and as my col- 
league will notsay what his motives were, nor de- 
fine the character of his amendment, [ undertake 
to say that it is an amendment such as no man 
having regard to the obligations of a gentleman, or 
the qualities which constitute a gentleman, should 
offer in this House. 

Mr. HENLEY here rose to a point of order, and 
some interruptions took place upon questions of 
order by that gentleman and Mr. G. 8S, HOUS- 
TON. 

Mr. HENLEY persisted in his point, that it 
was unparliamentary for one gentleman upon this 
floor to use the language towards another which 
had been used by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
ScuEnck] to his colleague. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was not aware 
what the termination of the sentence would be; 
| and, therefore, he could not call the gentleman 
| from Ohio to order until it was uttered. The opin- 
| ion of the Chair is, that the gentleman’s language 

is not pertinent to a personal explanation, nor par- 

liamentary. 

Mr. SCHENCK resumed. He had already 
said all he desired on this subject. He wished to 
add but a word in reference to the abolitionist par- 
ty, as they are termed, or whoever was concerned 
(if there were any such) in carrying slaves from 
the slave States to the North, and to declare that 
he neither had affiliation with them, connexion 
with them, nor knowledge of them, nor respect 
for them; that, so far from having had anything to 
do with a party of that kind, when a candidate 
before the people for their suffrages, the severest 
and harshest opposition he had met with from any 
quarter was from some of the friends and support- 
ers of the abolitionist candidate in his district, who 
had received at the last election some 600 votes ia 
opposition to him. 


r. THURMAN asked to be indulged in a few 
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“The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 














Ohio desire to make a personal explanation? If | Scnencx,] or in consequence of any consultation 


he does, he has the right to proceed. 

Mr. THURMAN. 1 do not rise to make a per 
sonal explanation, for there is nothing in what 
has occurred that concerns me personally; and, of 
course, L cannot ask to be heard on that ground. 

tut a difficulty has occurred between two of my 
colleaeues, which I wish to see reconciled. 

[Cries of “* Proceed!” “Go on!” and the House 
unanimously consenting]— 

Mr. THURMAN proceeded. When the ap- 
peal of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Baker] 
was pending in committee, I addressed an inquiry 
to the Chair, to ascertain if I understood correctly 
the action of the chairman and the committee; for, 
if I did, it seemed to me to be clear that the appeal 
was out of order. 1 had not then heard the whole 
of the amendment offered by my colleague, [Mr. 
Fries,} and did not know that it contained the 
name of, or alluded to, any person whomsoever. 
Neither had I heard the question which tt appears 
that my colleague on my right (Mr. Scnenck| put 
to the mover of the amendment, nor the reply of the 
latter; and, not’ knowing that any individual was 
personally concerned in the matter, my sole object 
was to make a point of order as to the appeal of 
the ventleman from Illinois. Had I known the 
facts of the case, I would have endeavored then to 
brine about a correction of the misunderstanding 
between my colleacues, instead of confining myself 
to the point of order. ’ 

And now, Mr. Speaker, what is this difficulty ? 
The eentleman from New York [Mr. Cutver] of- 
fered an amendment to provide for the improve- 
ment of Salt river, in the State of New Hampshire. 
it was evidently a playful hit at the Democracy, 
and was so taken. 
colleague on my right [Mr. Scuenck] offered, as 
{ am informed, an amendment to provide for the 
completion of the Cumberland road. To that 
amendment my other colleague offered his amend- 
ment—an amendment that I feel sure was intended 
simply as a jest, and it is quite probable that the 
idea of inserting in it the name of my colleague 
fir. Scuence] grew out of the fact that it was to 
be offered as an amendment to his proposition. I 
do not know how this was, for | speak of my own 
accord merely, and without consultation with either 
of the gentlemen. But knowing them both, I do 
not believe that any insult could have been intend- 
ed. Why my colleazue, who offered the amend- 
ment, did not explain his motive, when questioned 
by my colleacue on my right, [do not know. It 
may be that he supposed the question was put to 
him in a tone or manner that precluded his reply- 
ine to it by an explanation. Whether such an 
idea, if entertained by him, was correct, | cannot 
toll, as 1 did not hear the question asked, or see my 
colleazue when he asked it. But I feel certain that 
there must have been some such idea in the mind 
of my colleague from the Columbiana district [Mr. 
Frirs}] when he answered the question as he did. 
Believing, then, Mr. Speaker, that the difficulty 
between these xentlemen would be honorably set- 
tled were an explanation to take place, 1 beg to 
suczest, as the friend of both, and without consult- 
ation with either, that my colleague on my right 
withdraw the personal remark he has just made, 
and that an explanation be had. He must see 
that. until those remarks be withdrawn, there can 
be no explanation. ; 

Mr. BAKER rose to make an explanation, 
which was personal, in just the same sense as that 
made by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Tuvr- 
man.) He had heard the amendment offered by 
the genteman from Ohio [Mr. Fries] with great 
regret, and was now much pleased to hear Mr. 
‘LuurmMan express his opinion that it was not in- 
tended as a personal reflection on his friend, [Mr. 
Scuenck.] This, however, is the expression of the 
individual opinion of Mr. T., and not offered for 
his collearue, (Mr. Fries.) He desired to express 
the hope, that, as the slightest reflection must sug- 
gest the propriety of an tees it would be 
muade promptly and frankly by the gentleman who 
offered the objectionable amendment. It appeared 
to him that if it was offered, as was said, jocularly, 
it was due to the House and the gentleman impli- 
cated that it should be so explained by authority. 
He rose to express this hope; and he would only 
say further, that, like the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. Tuerman,] he had but expressed his indi- 


vidual wish and opinion, and that he did not ad- | 


Having been disposed of, my | 


with him upon the subject. 

The question then recurred first on concurring 
in the amendments of the committee. 

Such amendments as are not hereinafter men- 
tioned, were concurred in without a division. 

Mr. BOYD put an inquiry to the Chair, which, 
so far as it could be heard by the reporter, was, 
whether, under the rule recently adopted, it would 
be in order, after the amendments had been agreed 
to separately, to take up the bill regularly, and call 
for a vote on these items. 

There was creat noise in the Hall. 


The SPEAKER said, if gentlemen would pay a 


| little more attention, and would keep better order, 


the matters before the House could be much more 
satisfactorily understood by them. 


The SPEAKER continued: The Chair will take | 


| dress the House on the part of his friend, [Mr. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


this opportunity to make an explanation in regard | 


to the operation of the new rule. 
the indulgence of the House, the Chair will have 
the rule read. 

And it was read, as follows: 

‘That upon the engrossment of any bill making 
appropriations of money for works of internal 
improvement of any kind or description, it shall 
be in the power of any member to call for a divi- 
sion of the question, so as to take a separate vote 


- 


. 


- 


appropriation contained in said bill, or upon such 
items separately, and others collectively, as the 
member making the call may specify; and if one- 
fifth of the members present second said call, it 
shall be the duty of the Speaker to make such 
divisions of the question, and put them to vote 
accordingly.”’ 

The SPEAKER continued: The Chair consi- 
ders the bill under consideration a bill for internal 
improvements of some kind or character. It comes, 
therefore, within the rule. 

In the next place, the Chair rules, that when the 
bill comes to be engrossed, any gentleman ma 
call for a division on any one item. If one-fift 
of the members shall second the motion, the divi- 
sion will be ordered, and then, as usual, the yeas 
and nays may, on the demand of one-fifth, be also 
ordered. 

As regarded the point raised by Mr. BOYD— 

The SPEAKER (yielding his first impression 
as to the efiect of the rule) said, after reflection 


. 


. 


- 


- 


| and after consultation with experienced members, 


(for there are no precedents to refer to,) the Speaker 
is of opinion that when the bill comes up on the 
question of engrossment, it will be competent to 
call for a division, and to take a vote upon amend- 
ments now being acted upon. 


of the House upon each item of improvement or | 


But first, with | 


Some further conversation on the construction of | 


the rule followed, in which Messrs. HAMLIN, P. | 
KING, G. W. JONES, and the SPEAKER, par- | 


ticipated. 

‘lhe House then proceeded with the main ques- 
tion. 

On concurring in the amendment appropriating 
$5,000 for the removal of obstructions at the Crook, 
in the harbor of Providence. 

Mr. BOYD asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Arnold, Ashmun, 
Baker, Bowlin, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Buffington, Wil- 
liam W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Cathcart, 
Jolin G. Chapman, Chipman, Cocke, Collamer, Constable, 
Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Cunningham, Darragh, Garrett 
Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, Dunlap, John 
H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Faran, Foot, Foster, Gen- 
try, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, 


Harper, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, Hough, John W. Hous- | 
ton, Samuel D. Hubbard, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, || 


Charies J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel 
P. King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, McClelland, McGaughey, 
McHenry, Mclivaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pen- 
dieton, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Relfe, Julius Rockwell, 
John A. Rockwell, Russell, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, 


| ‘Truman Smith, Albert Smith, C. B. Smith, Starkweather, 


Stewart, St. John, Strohm, Strong, Sykes, Thibodeaux, 
Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James Thompson, Tib- 
batts, Tilden, Truinbo, Vinton, Wentworth, White, Win- 


| throp, Wood, Woodworth, Wright, and Young—99. 


NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, |Anderson, Atkinson, 
Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James 
Biack, James A, Black, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, 
William G. Brown, Burt, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, 
Cobb, Collin, Cullom, Cummins, Daniel, Dargan, Jefferson 
Davis, Dobbin, Dockery, Douglass, Dromgoole, Ellsworth, 
Erdman, Ficklin, Garvin, Gordon, Graham, Grover, Ham- 
lin, Harmanson, Henley, Hilliard, Hoge, Hopkins, George 
8. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hungerford, Hunter, J. 
H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Seaborn Jones, Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, 
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Lumpkin, Maclay McClean, McClernand, McConne}} 
Joseph J. McDowell, James McDowell, McKay, Johy p 
Martin, Barkley Martin, Moulton, Owen, Parrish Payne. 
Perrill, Perry, Phelps, Price, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, ‘Roberts’ 
Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson. 
Stanton, Jacob Thompson, Tredway, Wheaton, Wick’ 
Sythe, Wilmot, Woodward, Yancey, Yell, and Yost— 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


On the anennnens appsoprialing $15,000 for re- 
moving obstructions in } 


o ewark bay— 

Mr, G. W. JONES asked the yeas and Nays 
which were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Arnold, Ashr ‘ 
ker, Bowlin, Brodhead, Buffington, Wm. W. Comte 
John H. Campbell, Carroll, Catheart, John G. Chapmai ; 
Chipman, Cocke, Collamer, Constable, Cranston, Crozier, 
Culver, Cunningham, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, De 
Mott, Dixon, Douglass, Ellsworth, John H. Ewing, Foot, 
Foster, Garvin, Gentry, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Grider’ 
Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, Elias RB. Holmes. 
Hough, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Washineto: 
Hunt, J. B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Sememmadt. 
Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, McCleiland’ 
J.J. McDowell, McGaughey, McHenry, McIlvaine, Marsh, 
Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pendieton, Pollock, Ramsey, Rath’ 
bun, Relfe, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, ‘Russell. 
Sawyer, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith’ 
Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Stewart. s+’ 
John, Strohm, Strong, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Thoinasson, 
Benj. Thompson, James Thompson, Thurman, Tibbaits 
Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, Wentworth, White, Winthrop’ 
Woodworth, Wright, and Young—97. : ” 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed- 
inger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A; Black 
Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Wm. G. Brown, Burt. 
Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, 
Cummins, Daniel, Dargan, Jefierson Davis, Dillingham, 
Dobbin, Dockery, Dromygoole, Erdman, Edwin H. Ewing’ 
Faran, Ficklin, Gordon, Graham, Grover, Hamlin, Harman. 
son, Hoge, Hopkins, George 8. Houston, Edmund W. Hyb- 
ard, Hungerford, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, An- 
drew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Lawrence 
Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, Me. 
Clernand, McConnell, James McDowell, McKay, Jolin P. 
Martin, Barkley Martin, Moulton, Owen, Parrish, Payne, 


_ Perrill, Perry, Phelps. Price, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Sawtelle, 


Scammon, Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, ‘Thomas 
Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Jacob Thompson, Tredway 
Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Woodward, Yancey, 
Yell, and Yost—89. a 


So the amendmerft was concurred in. 

On the amendment appropriating $100,000 for 
the canal round the Muscle Shoals in the Tennes- 
see river— 

Mr. RATHBUN asked the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Baker, Bell, Blanchard, Brodhead, Milton Brown, 
William W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Jolin G. 
Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Crozier, 
Culver, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dockery, John H. 
Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Foster, Gentry, Grider, 
Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, Hilliard, Elias B. 
Holmes, Join W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Washing- 
ton Hunt, Daniel P. King, Lewis, McGaughey, McHenry, 
Mclivaine, Marsh, Miller, Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, 
Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Schenck, Seaman, 
Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stanton, Stewart, Strohm, Thomasson, Benj. Thompson, 
Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, White, Winthrop, Wright, and 
Yell—69, 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. 
Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough. William 
G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, 
Collin, Constable, Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, 
Dargan, Darragh, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, 
Dobbin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran, 
Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, 
Graham, Grover, Hamlin, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Hop- 
kins, Hough, Edmund W. Hubard, Hungerford, James B. 
Hunt, Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. 
Johnson, Joseph ‘Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Lawrence, 
Leake, Leib, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, 
McClelland, MeClernand, McConnell, Joseph J. McDow 
ell, James McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley 


| Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Niven, Owen, Parrisi, 


Payne, Perrill, Perry, Price, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, 
Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, 
Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 


| St. John, Strong, Sykes, Thibodeaux, James Thompson, 
_ Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tredway, Went- 


worth, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Wood, Wood- 
ward, Woodworth, Yancey, and Yost—124. 


So the amendment was not concurred in. 

Mr. CROZIER inquired of the Speaker whether 
a motion to reconsider would now be in order? 

The SPEAKER said it would. 

Mr. CROZIER inquired whether it would be 


considered at this time, and whether it was de- 


batable ? 
The SPEAKER replied that the motion was not 
debatable, but would be considered at this time. 
Mr. CROZIER then moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendment appropriating $5,000 
| for the removal of obstructions at the Crook, in the 
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harbor of Providence, Rhode Island, had been 
concurred in. | 

The yeas and nays were asked, and ordered; | 
and, being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James | 
Black, James A. Black, Boyd, Broekeubrougi, Milton | 
Brown, Burt, Reaben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, 
Cocke, Collin, Crozier, Culom, Cummins, Daniel, Jeffer- | 
son Davis, Dobbin, Erdman, Edwin H. Ewing, Ficklin, | 
Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Gordon, Graham, Grover, Hamlin, 
Harmanson, Hoge, Hopkins, George 8. Houston, Edmund | 
W. Hubard, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Hunter, James H. | 
Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Jolinson, George W. | 
Jones, Seaborn Jones, Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, | 
La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, MeCiean, MeCiernand, McCon- 
nell, James MeDowell, McHenry, McKay, Jolin P. Martia, | 
farkley Martin, Morse, Moulton, Owen, Parrish, Payne, | 
Perry, Phelps, Price, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Saw- | 
telle, Sawyer, Secammon, Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, Simp- | 
sou, Thomas Smith, Stanton, Jacob Thompson, ‘l'redway. | 
Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Woodward, Wright, | 
Yaneey, Yell, and Yost—95. | 








NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincey Adams, Arnold, la 


Ashmun, Baker, Blanchard, Bowlin, Brinkerhoti, Brodhead, | 
Buffington, Wm. W. Campbell, Jolin H. Campbell, Carroll, | 
Catveart, John G. Chapman, Chipman, Collamer, Constable, 
Cranston, Culver, Cunningham, Dargan, Darragh, Garrett 
Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, Dockery, Douglass, 
Dromzode, Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, John H. Ewing, | 
Foot, Foster, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Grider, Grinnell, 
Hampton, Henley, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, Hough, 
John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Washington Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Ken- 
nedy, Daniel P. King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, McClelland, 
Joseph J. McDowell, McGaughey, McIlvaine, Marsh, Mil- 
ler, Moseley, Niven, Pendieton, Perrill, Pollock, Ramsey, 
Rathbun, Relfe, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Rus- | 
sell, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert | 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Starkweather, Stew- 
art, St. John, Strohm, Strong, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Thom- | 
asson, Benjamin Thompson, James ‘Thompson, ‘Thurman, | 
Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, Wentworth, White, | 
Winthrop, Wood, Woodworth, and Young—102. 


So the vote was not reconsidered. 
And then the House adjourned. 





Tuurspay, March 19, 1846. 


Mr. BAGBY presented the memorial of the ad- 
ministrator of Jacob Houseman, praying indem- 
nity for property destroyed by the Seminole In- 
dians during the Florida war; which was referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. DIX presented the memorial of Edward 
Hardy, praying that certain duties illegally exact- 
ed by the collector of the port of New York may 
be refunded; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the petition of the 
heirs and legal representatives of C. Oakley, pray- 
ing a pension for his services; which was elioxed 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEMPLE presented the memorial of citi- 
zens of Union county, Illinois, praying the estab- 
lishment of a national armory at Fort Massac, on 
the Ohio river, in that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DIX presented a remonstrance of citizens 
of Cayuga county, New York, against the renewal 
of a patent heretofore granted to Jethro Wood, for 
an improvement in the construction of the plough; | 
which was laid on the table. 

Mr. D. also presented the petition of George 
Trull, praying the reimbursement of certain duties | 
illegally exacted by the collector of the port of 
New York; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STURGEON, from the Committee on Pat- | 
ents and the Patent Office, reported a bill for the 
relief of Oliver C, Harris; which was read, and 
passed to a second reading. 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred a memorial of citizens of Phil- 
adelphia, asking that steel may be admitted free of 
duty, asked to be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the memorial, and that the same be | 
referred to the Committee on Finance; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, submitted an adverse report upon the 
petition of J. Melville Gilliss. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a joint resolution to provide for the | 
publication of a code of land laws and instructions; | 
which was read, and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
submitted the following resolution, in which the 
concurrence of the Senate was asked: 


| 
| 
IN SENATE. | 
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Resolved, That the Secretary of War be request- 
ed to communicate to the Senate all the informa- 
tion in the bureaus connected with the Depart- 
ment of War in relation to the relative capacities 
of the harbors between Erie and Buffalo, on Lake 
Erie, of being made ports of refuge for vessels 
compelled to seek a harbor by stress of weather, 
with the plans of improvement which have been 
made, together with the estimates of expenditures 
necessary to execute such plans, the sums of mo- 
ney heretofore expended, the condition of the work 
already performed, and any other data by which 
an accurate opinion may be formed as to the most 
prompt and economical method of securing a port 
of refuge on that part of Lake Erie above refer- 
red to. 

Mr. ALLEN desired the Senator from New 
York to explain the purport of his resolution. 

Mr. DIX, in reply, stated the resolution was 
merely one of inquiry into the capacity of the har- 
bors on Lake Erie, between Erie and Buffalo, for 
ports of entry, their present condition, &c. 

Mr. ALLEN expressed the hope that the in- 
quiry would be extended to all the harbors of Lake 
Erie on the American side, and also the bays. 
He had an especial reference to the Maumee river, 
substantially a bay of Lake Erie. He presumed 
there could be no objection to embrace the other 
harbors; which equally demanded an inquiry. 

Mr. DIX had no objection to the amendment, 
but suggested that the object desired by the gentle- 
man from Ohio might be attained by the adoption 
of another resolution. The two harbors referred 
to in the resolution he had reported, had sustained 
injury from the recent storms, and it was necessa- 
ry that something should be done for them. He 


presumed the Senator from Ohio would find all the | 


information called for in his amendment in the doc- 
uments accompanying the President’s Message. 

Mr. CASS suggested that the resolution should 
lie over; which was agreed to. 


THE LIBEL ON THE SENATE. 


Mr. JARNAGIN observed that there was doubt | 


in the minds of some whether the recommendation 
contained in the report of the special committee, 
appointed to investigate the charge of corruption 
made against the Senate by the ‘** Times’? of this 
city, had been carried into effect; and for the pur- 
pose of removing all such doubts, he submitted the 
following resolution: 

** Resolved, ‘That H. H. Robinson, the editor, and 
J. E. Dow, the publisher, of the ‘ Daily Times,’ 
together with the reporters for that print, be ex- 


pelled and excluded from the reporters’ gallery of | 


the Senate chamber.” 

Mr. DICKINSON said it would be reollected 
that on Monday last, when the report of the com- 
mittee was under consideration, and while the Sen- 
ate was discussing the propriety of expelling the 
publishers and reporters of the ‘* Times’? newspa- 
per, (the propriety of which he at that time doubt- 
ed,) he stated, ina moment of extreme charity and 
indulgence, that he did not believe those gentlemen 
had been actuated by any improper motives, but 


that they had been imposed upon. He had sup- | 


posed that, finding themselves in the wrong, they 
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| only through inadvertence that the honorable Sen- 


ator had supposed it necessary. 

Mr. JARNAGIN said that, if the presiding of- 
ficer felt authorized, under the report itself, to act 
in the matter,*he would cheerfully withdraw the 
resolution. He had proposed it merely to obviate 
what he supposed to oe a doubt in regard to the 
subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER said the order 
had been issued two or three days ago. 

Mr. MANGUM said he was not aware that 
the Sergeant-at-Arms had executed the order, nor 
did he see him now present in the Senate Cham- 
ber. If it were not executed, he would only say 
that that officer would be held to strict personal 
and official accountability for the neclect. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER was understood to 
say that he was informed that it had been executed. 

The resolution was then withdrawn. 

EXPENDITURES OF THE GOVERNMENT. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the resolution submitted on Monday, the 16th in- 
stant, by Mr. Yu.ee, inquiring into the general 
expenditures of the Government. 

Mr. JARNAGIN said that he was under the 
impression that all the information sought by the 
resolution had been given according to law, in the 
annual reports from departments. He did not 
doubt that the Senator from Florida, [Mr. Yurer,} 
had a good and substantial reason for offering the 
resolution, but it seemed to him that all the infor- 
mation required by the resolution had been already 
received in the reports from the various depart- 
ments, and might be obtained without the expense 
which the adoption of the resolution would involve. 
It would require a volume of 500 to 1,000 pages, 
and could not be printed during the present ses- 
sion, even if it nade be prepared. 

A SENATOR, It will be two years before it 
can be received. 

Mr. YULEE replied, that the information was 
important, and worth the time, trouble, and ex~ 
pense which it would require. It must be had 
at some time or other, and the sooner the better. 


| It was true that Senators might, by great labor 
| and much research among old documents, compile 


| now before the Senate. 


would have made the retraction that was due to |. 


themselves, to the Senate, and to the cause of truth. | tics called for to be given under official sanction, 


|| that none might contradict them, or doubt their 


So far from having done so, however, they had re- 
peated the charges in that paper of Monday and of 
yesterday. He now rose merely to say that, hav- 
ing heretofore given a favorable construction to 
their conduct, and that construction having been 


falsified by themselves, he now preferred to adopt | 
| the construction which they had themselves given 
by their subsequent conduct, rather than rely upon 


his own, which did not seem to have been proper- 
ly appreciated. The good feeling which he sought 
to extend to them had certainly not been recipro- 
eated by them. 


Mr. MANGUM observed that it seemed to him | 
quite unnecessary to adopt a distinct resolution || 
| upon this subject; for he understood that the report 


itself recommended the same thing which was pro- 
posed by the resolution, and that report, contrary 
to the general practice of the Senate, had been, 
upon the vote of the Senate, unanimously con- 
curred in. The duty, therefore, devolved upon 


the presiding officer of the Senate to order the 
Sergeant-at-Arms to exclude from the reporters’ 
gallery the editors and reporters of that paper. He 
hoped his honorable friend from Tennessee would 
withdraw his resolution; for he was sure it was | 


tabular statements of the aggregate expense of the 
various departments, as called for by the resolu- 


| tion; but the object in obtaining the information 
| was, to show that the expenses of the Genera! 
| Government had been steadily on the increase for 


many years past, and that the increase of labor 
verformed was not proportionably great. The 
information might be condensed; but even should 
it extend to a volume of 700 pages, it would not 
cost more than the Patent Office report, which was 
The people would then 
be able at a glance to see, when they were aggre- 
gated, the immense sums which had been expend- 
ed, and the amount of service which had been ren- 
dered. ‘The number of servitors had enormously 
increased, and the people would hold those who 
had thus increased them to a rigid responsibility. 
The service rendered bore no proportion to the sums 
which had been expended. He desired this infor- 
mation for the purpose of showing the necessity 
of retrenchment, and therefore wished the statis- 


accuracy. 
Mr. JARNAGIN, in reply, observed that he 


| did not doubt the importance of the information 
| called for; but his objection was, that the whole of 


it might be found in the several annual reports 
made to Congress. If there was any particular 


/ item of information called for in the resolution 
| which is net given in those documents, there might 


be good reason to call for that; but he did not think 
that the President should be called upon to make 
a compilation of facts already presented in the an- 
nual reports. He admitted the importance of the 
information, but as we have it, it appeared to him 


| unnecessary to add to the mass of volumes which 


have now multiplied upon us to a burdensome ex- 
tent. 

Mr. CASS submitted a few remarks in opposi- 
tion to the resolution, which, if adopted, would 
take up a great deal of the time of the depart- 
ments, would entail an enormous expense, and 
was entirely unnecessary. The report would 
makea book probably of 1,000 pages, and give 


nothing more than is already contained in our 


printed documents. 
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Mr. EVANS observed that a great deal of the 





obtained from sources now within the reach of the 
Senate, and a great deal of it would be perfectly 
useless when obtained, It might Be very well for 
a person who was going to write a history of the 
country, but to the Senate it would give no sort of 
information worth one farthing. With regard to 
the comparative amount of expenditure at different 
pe no useful or practical information could 


¢ derived from the mere statement of the expendi- | 
tures of those periods, without taking into consid- | 


eration the circumstances under which those ex- 
penditures were made. 
that our military expenditures for the last ten years 
had been very great, in consequence of the Florida 
war. ‘lhe military expenditure for the period be- 
tween the years 1796 and 1506 would compare 
very unjustly and unfavorably with that of other 
penods, T z 

way. ‘The better way would be to instruct our 


Everybody was aware | 


ie matter could not be got atin that | 


Secretary to select from the public documents such | 
information as the Senator had it in view to ob- 


iain, rather than impose upon the departments of 
the Government the labor and consequent expense 


of preparing it, by going back and searching the | 


records, to do which would require the tme and 
attention of all the clerks of all the departments for 


two vears at least, to the exclusion of all other busi- | 


ness. Complaints had repeatedly been made of the 
extreme embarrassment experienced by the De- 
mrtments in consequence of the frequent calls made 
y Congress for information. Annual reports were 
made by the Heads of Departments; those reports 
were printed, and from them could be obtained all 
the information requisite, 


Mr. BENTON estimated the pene of procu- | 
i 


ring the information sought for by the resolution as 


: 
when procured. 
clerks in the public departments for years, there 
would be the cost of paper and of printing in rule 
and figure work; and, after all was done, any per- 


being far greater than the value of the information | 
In addition to the labor of all the | 


son who would undertake to study the work, | 


would find it to be of little real utility. 
ceived there was a book now extant comprising an 
index of all the acts of appropriation which had 


He per- 


been passed by Congress sinee the formation of | 


the Government. 


This would enable the Senator | 


at once to obtain a view of the comparative expendi- || 
ture of different periods, from the earliest period to | 


the present. 


work more full and copious information than he | 


could procure under his resolution. 
Mr. YULEE said he had listened to what had 
been said by the honorable Senators, but he was 


The Senator would obtain from this || 





} require its action within four or five days. 
information sought for by the resolution could be || 





It was 
a matter of importance, which he was not now at 


Senate might not be taken by surprise by the mo- 
tion which he intended to make. 

Mr. ASHLEY said that, as the Senator from 
Ohio had alluded to the necessity for an Executive 
session on Monday, he would observe that there 
was a matter which imperatively called for an Ex- 
ecutive session to-day. It was for the purpose of 
correcting a mistake which had been made at the 
last Executive session. 

Mr. ALLEN said he, of course, had no objec- 
tion tv an Executive session this day; but the mat- 
ter to which he had reference, as requiring atten- 
tion within a few days, was a special matter, 
distinct from the ordinary Executive calendar. 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the joint resolution sub- 
mitted by Mr. ALLEn, as amended by the Commit- 


tee on Foreign Relations, proposing to give notice | 


to the British Government of the intention of the 
Government of the United States to abrogate the 
convention for the joint occupancy of the Oregon 
territory; the resolutions of Messrs. Hanneean, 
CaLuoun, Crirrenven, and Corquitt; and the 
joint resolution of the House of Representatives on 
the same subject. 

‘The question being on the substitute proposed 
by Mr. CrirrenDen, 

Mr. NILES addressed the Senate for about 
two hours, in a very low tone of voice. He was 
understood to say that he was not about to show 


that the United States had no title to the Oregon | 


territory, or that, if we have a good ttle, we are 
too weak to sustain it. Nor was he about to act 


under the dictate of the Baltimore convention; and |) 
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he expressed great regret that such an authority | 
should have been introduced into this discussion 
for the purpose of influencing the course of any 


member of the Senate. It ought never to have 


been introduced here, as the basis for the action of | 


the Government on a question of such grave im- 
portance; because, if we are to be so unfortunate 
as to become involved in a war on this ground, 


it would be hereafter alleged that we involved our- | 


selves in consequence of the resolution of a mere 


party convention, and were thus engaged in a. 


mere party war. It was not competent to that 


body to attempt an interference with the constitu- || 
War was too | 


uonal authorities of the country. 
sacred a subject to be meddled with for party pur- 


| poses. 


sull of the opinion that they could not have taken | 
the pains to examine the subject so carefully as he | 


could desire that they should do. He was con- 
vinced that it would not require one half the time 
or expense to furnish the information sought for 


by this resolution that would be required by the || 
first resolution of inquiry which was offered and | 


which passed the Senate at the present session of 
Congress. He hoped the resolution would not be 
rejected on the score of the expense it would occa- 


sion, for he believed that the expense was great- 


ly overrated. 
was, to obtain in a collected form this information, 
which Senators seemed to regard as so unimport- 
ant, but which he must stll be permitted to con- 
sider as of very great importance. He wished the 
information, in an authoritative shape, as to what 
were the expenditures of this Government at the 
diferent periods of its existence. He believed 
that retrenchment was called for by the extrava- 


mitted extravagance in many particulars. He 


The great object he had in view | 


would prefer that the resolution should not be final- | 
ly acted on until time was allowed him to make | 
some further inquiries as to the labor it would re- | 


quire, and the expense of printing. 

The resolution was then informally passed by, 
and it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns, it ad- 


journ to meet on Monday. 


EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 


Mr. ALLEN gave notice that, on Monday next, 
after the expiration of the hour set apart for the 


transaction of the morning business, he would ask | 


the Senate to go into Executive session; and he 
would state that there was a matter connected with 
the Executive business of the Senate which would 


He then reviewed the action of the Executive 
in seeking the advice of Congress on the subject. 


All agreed in wishing this matter brought to an | 


end; and the only ditterence of opinion seemed to 


| ommendation. 
doubt even on this point. 
gant expenditures of the Government—by its ad- || 


be as to the mode in which it should be accom- || 
lt had become a question whether or not | 


plished. 
it was expedient for us to do anything on the sub- 
ject, to take any action at all, when it was in the 


longed. Could we do anything which would have 
the effect of strengthening the Executive arm, and 
furthering the object all have in view? It seemed 
to be the opinion of the Executive that we could 
do something, and he has accordingly laid before 
us several recommendations, among which is the 
giving him authority to notify the British Govern- 


ment of the termination of the convention of joint | 


oecupancy. He (Mr. Nives) had at one time be- 
lieved the whole Senate would concur in this rec- 


Some Senators had in- 


timated that, under some circumstances, it might |) 
possibly happen that they might be induced to |) 
He would like | 


vote for a notice In some form. 


But now there seemed to be some | 


) ‘| very important. 
hands of the Executive where it exclusively be- || 


|| world to infer that we 


to be informed what would be the views of these | 
Senators, as to the final disposition of the matter, | 


if nothing was done by Congress. How, in that 


/ease, could the dispute be brought to a close? | 
Some trusted to the efficacy of time. What length | 


of time would they require? During twenty-eight 
years, we had made no progress towards a termi- 
nation. Various propositions had been made by 


our Government, and as often rejected; and the 
very last rejection by Great Britain was accompa- | 


| nied by a modest hope that something more just 


and satisfactory would be offered by us. 


He, for 


| one, regarded this as a vain hope, if it had refer- 


ence to further concessions on our t. 
lt had been asked why we should arm the Ex- 


| 











| 


ecutive with this power of giving notice?) What 
| good was it to effect?) What was to be its issue? 


| liberty to name, and he _ alluded to it, that the |, and what course was to be pursued after the notice 


had been given? These were proper questions in 
themselves. It would not be wise to enter on such 
|important measures without looking to the end, 
| The Senator from Maine [Mr. Evans] had re- 
, marked, that if there was any probability of the 
| passage of this resolution breaking up the pacific 
| relations between the two countries, it would be 
_ well not to take the first step. All this is very well, 
| I think so to; and perhaps this is a point at which 
| we have not looked sufficiently. It is a fair argy- 
i ment that we should look ahead; see how far we 
| have to go, and what we have to do when we have 
‘reached the pee Different opinions influence 
| members of this body. Some think it proper to 
|take this first step, and see afterwards what we 
_have todo. Ifweare to go on to the point of con- 
| flict with Great Britain, instead of passing this no- 
tice, we ought to prepare ourselves for action; such, 

however, are not my views. I regard this notice 

as a peace measure; as calculated to produce an 

amicable termination of the matter. Ihave no pur- 

a to take possession of this territory by force, 

shall vote for the notice as a pacific measure, 


| leaving the subject open to negotiation, and con- 


ducing to a peaceful issue. I believe this to be the 

view of the President; and I have good authority 

for saying, that, on this point, he has not express- 
ed himself’ to any individual so as to authorize the 

various statements made on this floor by those who 

speak as if they had the ear of the Executive. His 
| position has always been the same—and it is to be 
found in his official communications. Believing 
that nothing is likely to be offered by Great Britain 
which we can accept, he has sought the counsel of 
| Congress; and it becomes us not to take any step 

which will compel the Executive to change this 
position. 

We may reasonably fear that, in attempting to 
grasp the whole of this territory, we may lose 
the whole; when, instead of being a question of 
right, it shall become a question of might; when its 
possession shall be dependent, not on title, but on 
'conquest. Hedid not say such would be the case; 
but war was always accompanied by risk. He 
would, therefore, vote for the notice, as asked for 
| by the Executive, because he believes such a 

measure will facilitate the peaceful settlement of 
| the dispute. 

Let the convention continue, and we must gradu- 
ally lose all the rights we now possess. We have 
already been partially excluded from all the coun 
| try north of 49°—from the fur trade of that region— 
and we have gained nothing. Considering the 

resent state of things injurious to our interests, 
Es would vote for the notice, to which the only ob- 
| jection he saw was, that it might, in one view, be 
regarded as the fruit of a series of measures to 
| obtain the territory by force. 

As to the form of the notice he did not deem it 
He preferred that which came 
from the House of Representatives, and would vote 
against all amendments to it. That proposed by 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Coxquitt] he re- 
garded as altogether too supplicating. 

Any change in our position would lead the 
ad been contending for 
_ rights we had not understood, and regarding which 
we had three or four times negotiated. : 

As to the expression of the Senator from Illi- 
nois, [Mr. Brerse,] that war would unite the 
whole country—that there would be no peace-par- 
ty, he held a different opinion. That gentleman 
_ knew litle of the strength of the commercial inter- 
est when he said so. The peace-party was already 
organized, and would be found so powerful and 
energetic, that it might paralyze the Government. 
For himself he would prefer to take a course which 
| would carry all the country with it, that we may 
| not be brought in conflict with any of the great 
interests. 

It was our duty to take a moderate course, and 
he was willing to yield something for the purpose 
of conciliating all interests. We claim the whole 
' title, but our claim is disputed by a great and pow- 
erful nation, who has been long in possession, an 
who has her rights there. ‘Io her he would yield 
| something, to show that we are actuated by a 
peaceful disposition. But he desired to see this 
policy reciprocated by Great Britain. The ques- 


‘tion Is if we have not already given sufficient ev!- 
| dence of our peaceful policy, and whether we ought 
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ol to make a stand en some point beyond which 
we will not go. He here took a view of the com- 
parative clams of Great Britain and the United 


| lic works, and removin 
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Stmke from the bill the following words: 


= 


i} . 2 . ig . 
|, MeTlvaine, Marsh, Miller, Morris, Moseley, Niven, Parrish, 


*«« For keeping in repair and extending the pub- || Pertill, Perry, Phetps, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Relfe, 


States, and concluded that our title was superior to || Hudson river between the cities of Troy and Al- 
that of our adversary in the dispute. The offers | bany, and below the latter place, to render more 


made by Great Britain he regarded as embracing 


ritory. In order to preserve the peace of the coun- | 
try, he was willing to stand where we have stood, | 
and to divide the country on the parallel of 499°; 

and he did not believe that Great Britain would be 


able to satisfy the world, if she were to go to war |) 
We ought to || 


rather than conclude on that ae: 


stand on a concession of one-half of the territory, | 


and take all the consequences, 


Hitherto we had been assisted in our difficulties 
py other nations. But we have now become one | 
of the great Powers—not only a great Power, but | 
an ambitious one. In the acquisition of territory, || 
we have heretofore gone with the natural course of || 
things. He would reject the idea that we should 
now give a color to the suspicion that we sought to || 
increase our territory by conflict. When a por- || 
tion of territory comes imto market, and falls in i 
our way, we are wise to take it. Last year we ac- | 
quired territory enough for five or six States. 
Now, if we don’t get quite the whole of Oregon, | 
but only enough to cut up into two or three States, || 
we shall have done pretty well for two years, and || 
need not be in a hurry to get California. Texas || 
was got in by a sort of Cesarean operation; and as | 
we are such a great, and free, and happy, and | 
prosperous people, everybody will want to be an- | 





j 
, 
too large a portion of the most valuable of the ter- | 


accessible the United States arsenal and depot sit- 


uated between said cities, $75,000.”’ 

And insert: 

‘ For continuing the improvement in the naviga- 
tion of the Hudson river, above and below Albany, 


| in the State of New York, $75,000.’ 





nexed to us; and in time California, and Mexico, | 
and all the rest of the American continent, will || 
come in. | 

Whatever we now do, the manner is quite as || 
important as any other consideration. He wanted 
the subject settled, and in a reasonable and right 
mode. ‘The action of Congress was very import- || 
ant. The resolution which had been passed by || 
the House, by a strong vote, had been brought || 
here; and he hoped that, yielding any individual 
views and opinions, we should present a strong || 
and united vote in the Senate. 

Whether we did so or not, he did not believe || 
the two countries were about to be involved in a 
war. *But, in conclusion, he would say to the | 
American Senate, that we have occasion for faith 
in our Government—faith in the justice of our 





| John, James Thompson, Tibbatts, Wentworth, Wheaton, 


Mr. G. W. JONES asked the yeas and nays; 
which were refused; 
And the amendment was concurred in. 


THE MOUTH OF THE MISSOURI. 


The next amendment was: 

Add to the following item: ‘‘ For the improve- | 
ment of the Ohio river below the falls at Louisville, 
and of the Mississippi, Missouri, and Arkansas 


| rivers, $240,000,’’ the following words: 


** $50,000 thereof to be expended in the improve- | 


| ment of the Mississippi, above the mouth of the | 


Missouri.” 
Mr. BOYD asked the yeas and nays; which were | 

ordered. 
Mr. BRINKERHOFF asked that,the House 


might be brought to order, and that the amend- |, 


ment might be again read. 

The SPEAKER said the House was engaged in | 
an important business; and that if gentlemen wish- | 
ed to understand what was going on, they must | 
take their seats and come to order. 

The amendment was again read. | 

And the question, ‘‘ Shall thisamendment be con- | 
curred in?’’ was taken, and decided in the negative, | 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Arnold, Ashmun, Bowlin, Cathcart, Cul- | 
ver, Cunningham, Darragh, Jefferson Davis, Dillingham, | 
Douglass, Dunlap, Faran, Foot, Giles, Grinnell, Hamlin, | 
Hampton, Harper, Henley, Isaac E. Holmes, Hough, James | 
B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, D. P. King, La Sere, Lewis, 
McClean, McClelland, MecClernand, Joseph J. McDowell, 


| McGaughey, John P. Martin, Morris, Moseley, Owen, Per- | 
| rill, Perry, Pollock, Price, Ramsey, Rathbun, Relfe, Ritter, 
| Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Leonard H. Sims, 


Truman Smith, Robert Smith, Starkweather, Stewart, St. 


Williams, Winthrop, Woodworth, and Wright—6l. | 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, | 


Bayly, a Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James || 
3 


A. Black, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, 
William G. Brown, Buffington, Carroll, John G. Chapman, 


| ’ ‘he ‘ ¥ ‘ocke . : } 
lawa--faith ik the intelligence and patriotism of Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, | 


the people—faith in their sense of justice and their 
love of peace; and, more than all, we have occa- || 
sion for faith in that just and overruling Provi- 
dence, with whom ‘the race is not to the swift, 
nor the battle to the strong;”’ and with this abiding || 
faith in the rectitude of our course, may we all || 
manfully perform our duty, leaving the destinies 
of our country in the hands of that Wise Being || 
who regulates and determines the fate of empires 
as well as individuals. 

On motion of Mr. CHALMERS, 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of | 
Executive business; and, after a short time the 
doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


! 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, March 19, 1846. 

baa? Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 

The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 
ness to be the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON asked leave to pre- 
sent a memorial; and 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON asked leave to make 
some reports, 

_The SPEAKER stated that the previous ques- 
tion having been seconded, and the main question 
ordered, on the bill above designated, it would not 
be in order to entertain any other proposition. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


_The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill making appropriations for the improvement of 
certain harbors and rivers, the pending question 
still being on concurring in the amendments re- | 
ported from the Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union, and on ordering the bill to be || 
engrossed for a third reading. 


THE HUDSON RIVER. 


The first question was on concurring in the fol- | 
lowing amendment: | 
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| Melivaine, McKay, Marsh, Barkley Martin, Morse, Moul- 


Cranston, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, Daniel, Garrett Davis, | 
Delano, De Mott, Dixon 


Erdman, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foster, Fries, | 


| Garvin, Gentry, Giddings, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Gri- || 


der, Grover, Haralson, Herrick, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, | 


Hopkins, George 8. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel || 


I). Hubbard, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, Hunter, Joseph | 


R. Ingersoll, James H. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George || 
| W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, 


Leib, Levin, Ligon, Maclay, McConnell, James McDowell, 


ton, Niven, Parrish, Payne, Pendleton, Phelps, Reid, John | 
A. Rockwell, Russell, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, Sever- | 


; ance, Simpson, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, C. B. Smith, | 


Stanton, Strohm, Strong, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, | 
Jacob Thompson, Tilden, Tredway, Trumbo, Vinton, | 
Wick, Wilmot, Woodward, Yancey, Yell, Young, and 
Yost—114. 

So the amendment was not concurred in. 

All the amendments having now been disposed 
of— 

The SPEAKER said the question would be on 
the engrossment of the bill. It would be read by 
items, and gentlemen would name such of them as 
they wished to take at uestions upon. 

he Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 


LITTLE SODUS BAY. 


Mr. BOYD demanded a separate question on the 
following item : 


“For the neceen of Little Sodus bay, on 
Lake Ontario, five thousand dollars.’’ 

And one-fifth of the members present having sec- 
onded the demand, the division was ordered. 

Mr. BOYD asked the yeas and nays; which (af- 
ter a brief conversation) were also ordered. 

And the question, ‘‘ Shall this item be engross- 
ed?’ was taken, and resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Anderson, Ar- 
nold, Ashmun, Benton, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Buffington, 
Wm. W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Cathcart, 
John G. Chapman, Chipman, Constable, Cranston, Culver, 
Cunningham, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, De Mott, 
Dixon, Douglass, Dunlap, Ellsworth, John H. Ewing, Faran, 
Foot, Foster, Fries, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Grider, Grin- 


| . . | 
| nell, Grover, Hampton, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Elias B. || 


Holmes, Hough, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, 
Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Law- 
rence, Leib, Lewis, Levin, McClelland, Jos. J. McDowell, 


the obstructions in the | 


Dobbin, Dockery, Ellsworth, || 


Julius Rockwell, Russell, Sawyer, Schenck, Seaman, Sev- 
erance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stewart, St. John. 
Strohm, Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, Benjamin ‘Thompson, 
James Thompson, ‘Tibbatts, Vinton, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
White, Wick, Winthrop, Woodworth, and Wright—102, 
NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, 


Boyd, Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, William G. Brown, - 


Burt, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Col- 
lin, Crozier, Culiom, Cummins, Daniel, Dargan, Jefferson 


Davis, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dockery, Erdman, Edwin H. * 


Ewing, Ficklin, Garvin, Gentry, Gordon, Graliam, Haralson, 
Harmanson, Hilliard, Hopkins, Geo. 8. Houston, Edmund 
W. Hubard, Hunter, James H. Johnson, Andrew Johneon, 
George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, 
Lumpkin, Maclay, MeClean, MeClernand, MeConnell, 
James McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, 
Moulton, Owen, Payne, Price, Reid, Ritter, Roberts, Saw- 
telle, Scammon, Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thos, 
Smith, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tredway, ‘Trumbo, 
Williams, Wilmot, Woodward, Yancey, Yell, Young, and 
Yost—83. 


So the item was ordered to be engrossed. "sg.5 


OAK ORCHARD HARBOR. 


Mr. BOYD demanded a separate question on the 
following item: 

‘* For the improvement of the Oak Orchard har- 
bor, State of New York, $7,000.” 

And one-fifth of the members present having 
seconded the demand, the division was ordered. 

Mr. BOYD asked the yeas and nays; which were 
also ordered. 


And the question, “Shall this item be engrossed?”’ 
was taken, and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Arnold, Ash- 
mun, Brinkerhoff, Buffington, Wm. W. Campbell, Carroll, 
Catheart, John G. Chapman, Chipman, Constable, Cranston, 
Culver, Cunningham, Darragh, G. Davis, Delano, De Mott, 
Dixon, Douglass, Dunlap, Ellsworth, John H. Ewing, Foot, 
Foster, Fries, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Grider, Grinneli, 
Hampton, Harper, Henley, Herrick, E. B. Holmes, Hough, 
J.W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Washington Hunt, Jas. 
B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
Daniel P. King, Preston King, Leib, Lewis, MeClelland, 
J. J. McDowell, MeGaughey, Melivaine, Marsh, Miller, 
Moseley, Niven, Parrish, Pendleton, Perry, Pollock, Ram- 
sey, Rathbun, Relfe, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Russell, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Al 
bert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stewart, 
Strobm, Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, 
James Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tilden, ‘Trumbo, 
Vinton, Wentworth, White, Wick, Winthrop, Woodworth, 
Wright, and Young—92. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, J. Black, J. A. Black, 
Boyd, Brockenbrough, William G. Brown, Burt, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Crozier, 
Cullom, Cummins, Daniel, Dargan, J. Davis, Dillingham, 
Dobbin, Dockery, Erdman, E. H. Ewing, Faran, Ficklin, 
Garvin, Gentry, Gordon, Graham, Grover, Haraison, Har- 
manson, Hilliard, Hopkins, George 8. Houston, E. W. Hub- 
| ard, Hunter, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Leake, La 


| Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, McClean, McClernand, McConnell, 


|; James McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, harkley Mar- 


tin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Owen, Payne, Perrill, Price, 
| Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, 

L. H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Jacob ‘Thompson, 
Tredway, Williams, Wilmot, Woodward, Yancey, Yell, 
and Yost—86. 


So the item was ordered to be engrossed. 
ST. CLAIR FLATS. 


Mr. BOYD demanded a separate question on the 
following item; which was ordered: 

‘* For the improvement of the St. Clair Flats, so 
called, so as to prevent their obstructing the pas- 
sage of vessels from Buffalo to the ports on Lake 
Michigan, $40,000.’’ 

Mr. BOYD asked the yeas and nays; which were 
| ordered; and being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Arnold, Ash- 
| mun, Baker, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Wm. W. Campbell, John 
H. Campbell, Carroll, Catheart, Chipman, Collin, Con- 
| stable, Cranston, Culver, Cummins, Cunningham, Dar- 
ragh, Garrett Davis, Jeflerson Davis, Delano, De Mott, 
Dixon, Douglass, Dunlap, Elisworth, John H. Ewing, 
Ficklin, Foot, Foster, Garvin, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, 
Gordon, Grider, Grinnell, Hamlin, Hampton, Harmanson, 
Harper, Henley, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, Hough, Joha 
W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hungerford, Washington 
Hunt, J. B. Hunt Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Jenkins, Daniel b. King, Preston King, Leib, La Sere, Lew- 
is, Levin, McClelland, J. J. McDowell, McGaughey, Mcil- 
vaine. Marsh, Miller, Morris, Moseley, Niven, Owen, Parrish, 
Pendleton, Perrill, Perry, Pollock, Price, Ramsey, Rathbun, 
Relfe, Roberts, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Russell, 
Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Schenck, Seaman, Sever- 
ance, Leonard H. Sims, Truman Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stewart, St. John, 
Strobm, Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, 
James Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, 
Vinton, Wentworth, White, Williams, Winthrop, Wood, 
Woodworth, Wright, Yell, and Young—119. 
NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Beli, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, 
| Boyd, Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, William G. Brown, 
| Buffington, Burt, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, 
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Cocke, Crozier, Cullom, Daniel, Dargan, Dillingham, Dob- 
bin, Dockery, Erdman, Edwin i. Ewing, Gentry, Graham, 


W. Hubard, Hunter, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, 


if 
| 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


Grover, Haralson, Hopkins, George 8. Houston, Edmund | 


Andrew Jonson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Leake, | 


Lumpkin, Maclay, MeClean, MeClernand, McConnell, 
James McDowell, MeKay, Join P. Martin, Barkley Martin, 
Morse, Moulton, Payne, Phelps, Reid, Ritter, Seddon, Simp 
son, Thomas Smith, Jacob Thompson, Tredway, Wheaton, 
Wilmot, Woodward, Yancey, and Yost—72. 


So the item was ordered to be engrossed. 
HARBOR AT MICHIGAN CITY. 


Mr. BOYD asked for a separate question on the 
following item; which was ordered: 

** For improving the harbor of Michigan city, on 
Lake Michigan, $40,000.” . 

Mr. BOYD also demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and being taken, resulted as 
follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Abbott, John Q. Adains, Arnold, Ash- 
min, Benton, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Buffington, William W. 
Campbell, John H, Campbell, Carroll, Cathcart, Chipman, 
Constable, Cranston, Culver, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Del 
ano, De Mott, Dixon, Douglass, Duntap, Eiisworth, J. U1. 
Ewing, Giddings, Faran, Foot, Garvin, Giies, Goodyear, 
Grider, Grinnell, Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, Henicy, Her 
rick, Elias B, Holmes, 8. D. Hubbard, Washington Hunt, 
James B. Hunt, Charlies J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Jenkins, Danict P. King, Preston King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, 
MeCleliand, Joseph J. MeDowell, McGaughey, Melivaine, 
Marsh, Miller, Morris, Moseley, Niven, Owen, Parrish, 
Perry, Potlock, Rameey, Rathbun, Relfe, Julius Rockwell, 
John A. Rockwell, Russell, Seaman, Severance, Truman 
Hmith, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Ro- 
bert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stewart, St. John, 
Strohm, Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, 
James Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Trumbo, Vinton, 
Wentworth, White, Wick, Williams, Winthrop, Wood, 
Woodworth, Wright, and Young-—99. 

NAYS—Messra. 


Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, | 
’ , 


Baker, Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Biggs, J. Black, | 


James A. Black, Boyd, Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, 
William G. Brown, Burt, Reuben Chapnian, Chase, Clarke, 
Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, Daniel, 
Jeiferson Davis, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dockery, Erdman, 
Edwin H. Ewing, Gentry, Gordon, Graham, Grover, Haral- 
ron, Harmanson, Hilliard, Hopkins, George 8. Houston, 
Edmund W. Habard, Hungerford, Hunter, James H. John- 
son, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Seaborn Jones, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
MeClean, MeClernand, MeConnell, McKay, John P. Mar- 
tio, Barkley Martin, Morse, Moulton, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, 
Price, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Scammon, 
Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Jacob Thompson, 
Tredway, Woodward, Yancey, Yell, and Yost—€l. 

So the item was ordered to be engrossed. 


LITTLE FORT HARBOR. 


Mr. BOYD asked for a separate question on the 
following item; which was ordered: 


“« For the improvement of Litue Fort Harbor, i] 


on Lake Michigan, $12,000.”’ 

Mr. B. also demanded the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Meessrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Baker, Bowlin, William W. Campbell, John H. 
Campbell, Carroll, Catheart, John G. Chapman, Chipman, 
Constable, Cranston, Culver, Cunningham, Darragh, Gar- 
rett Davis, Delano, De Mott, Douglass, Dunlap, Elisworth, 
Jotun H. Ewing, Faran, Foot, Foster, Fries. Giddings, Giles, 
Goodyear, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Henley, 
Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, Hough, John W. Houston, 
Samuel D. Hubdbard, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Preston King, 
Leib, La Sere, Lewis, Levin, McClelland, McClernand, 
Joseph J. McDowell, McGaughey, McIlvaine, Marsh, Miller, 
Morris, Moseley, Niven, Parrish, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, 
Relfe, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Russell, Saw- 
yer, Sehenck, Severance, ‘Truman Smith, Albert Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, 
Stewart, St. John, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James 
Thompson, Thurman, ‘Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, 
Wentworth, White, Wick, Winthrop, Woodworth, Wright, 
and Young—97. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, 
Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. 
Black, Bovd, Brinkerhoff, Milton Brown, 
Brown, Buffington, Burt, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, 


William G. | 


Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, Daniel, | 


Dargan, Jefferson Davis, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dockery, 
Erdman, Edwin H. Ewing. Garvin, Gentry, Gordon, Gra- 
ham, Grover, Haralson, Harmanson, Hilliard, Hopkins, 
George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hungerford, Hun- 
ter, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Seaborn Jones, Lawrence, Leake, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
McClean, MeConnell, McKay, Barkley Martin, Morse, 
Moulton, Owen, Payne, Perrill, Perry, Phelps, Price, Reid, 


Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Secammon, Seddon, Leonard H, Simms, | 


Simpson, Thomas Smith, Jacob Thompson, ‘Uredway, Wil- 
liams, Wilmot, Woodward, Yell, and Yost—83. 
So the item was ordered to be engrossed. 


HARBOR AT ST. LOUIS. 
Mr. BOYD asked for a separate question on the 
following item; which was ordered: 


‘For improving the harbor at St. Louis, 
$75,000.” 


Mr. B. also demanded the yeas and nays, which 


were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as follows: 


| Hampton, 














GLOBE. 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Anderson, || lin, Crozier, Cullom, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, 








March 19. 








——, 


Dillingham 
Arnold, Ashmun, Baker, Bowlin, Brinkethoff, William W. || Dobbin, Dockery, Erdman, Edwin H. Ewing, Garvine Gor. 
Campbell, Carroll, Catheart, John G. Chapman, Chipman, || 


Constable, Cranston, Culver, Cunningham, Darragh, De 


Mou, Dixon, Dunlap, Ettsworth, John H. Ewing, Faran, | 


Foot, Fries, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Grider, Grinnell, 
Harper, Henley, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, 
Hough, John W. 


ford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Inger- 


Houston, Samucl D, Hubbard, Hunger- | 


soll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Preston | 


King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, Maclay, McClelland, Joseph J. 
McDowell, McGaughey, Marsh, Miller, Morris, Moseley, 
Parrish, Phelps, Pollock, Priee, Rathbun, Relfe, John A. 
Rockwell, Russell, Sawyer, Leonard H. Sims, Truman 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Starkweather, St. 
John, Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, James ‘Thompson, Tib- 
batts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, Wentworth, White, Wick, 
Winthrop, Woodworth, Wright, and Young—88. 
NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adains, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Bell, Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, Boyd, Milton 
Brown, William G. Brown, Burt, John H. Campbell, Reu- 


| George 8S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hun 


don, Graham, Grover, Haralson, Harmanson, Hopkins, 
gerfo 
Hunter, James H. Jolnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Sone’ 
son, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Leake, La Sere 
Lumpkin, Maclay, MeClernand, McConnell, James Mo! 
Dowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Mou}. 
ton, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts 
Scammon, Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, ‘Thomas 
Smith, Stanton, Tredway, Wilmot, Woodward, Yancey, 


!} and Yell—73. 


ben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Crozier, | 


Cullom, Cummins, Danie!, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, Dilling- 
ham, Dobbin, Dockery, Douvlass, Erdman, Edwin IH. 
Ewing, Ficklin, Garvin, Gentry. Gordon, Graham, Grover, 
Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Hopkins, George 8. Hous- 


ton, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, James H. Johnson, Jo- | 


seph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Georges W. Jones, Sea- 
born Jones, Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, 
McClean, MeClernand, McConnell, James McDowell, Me- 
Kay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morse, Moulton, 
Owen, Payne, Perrill, Perry, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, 
Seammon, Seddon, Simpson, ‘Thomas Smith, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Thurman, Tredway, Williams, Wilmot, Wood, Wood- 
ward, Yancey, Yell, and Yost—84. 
So the item was ordered to be engrossed. 


NEWARK BAY. 


So the amendment was ordered to be engrossed, 


CHARLESTON HARBOR. 

Mr. WOODWORTH and Mr. ASHMUN 
asked a separate question on the following item: 

‘*For improving Hog Island channel, at Charles. 
ton, State of South Carolina, $25,000.” 

Mr. 8. JONES said that, as it was near 3 o'clock, 
he had risen to make a motion, which he would pot 
have made except under peculiar circumstances, 
One of the Senators from Georgia [Mr. Co.euirr) 
had had the misfortune to lose a child, which was 
to be buried to-day. Members who came from 
that State were particularly anxious to attend the 


funeral, which was to take place at 4 o’clock; and 


as there was barely time to prepare themselves for 
so solemn a service, he asked the House to indulge 


him by agreeing to a motion for adjournment, 
which he now submitted. 


Mr. BOYD asked for a separate question on \ 


the following amendment; which was ordered; 


‘‘For removing obstructions in Newark bay, 
$15,000.” 


Mr. B. demanded the yeas and nays, which were || ; 
|, borough of Columbia, in the county of Lancaster, in the 


ordered; and, being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincey Adams, Anderson, | 


Arnold, Baker, Bowlin, Wm. W. Campbell, John H. Camp- 


bell, Carroll, Catheart, John G. Chapman, Chipman, Con- || 


stable, Cranston, Culver, Cunningham, Darragh, Garrett 
Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dixon, Dockery, Douglass, Dun- 
lap, Elisworth, Erdman, Faran, Foot, Gentry, Giles,{Good- 
year, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Henley, Herrick, 


Hubbard, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. In- 
gersoll, Joseph R. Lngersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King. Leib, 
Lewis, Levin, McClelland, Jos. J. McDowell, McGaughey, 
Marsh, Miller, Morris, Moseley, Parrish, Pendleton, Ram- 
sey, Rathbun, Relfe, John A. Rockwell, Russell, Sawyer, 
Schenck, Seaman, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, R. Smith, Starkweather, Stewart, St. John, Strong, 
Sykes, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James Thomp- 
son, Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, Wentworth, White, 
Winthrop, Woodworth, Wright, Young, and Yost—90. 
NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed- 
inger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, 


| Boyd, Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, William G. Brown, 


Burt, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Col- 
lin, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, 
Dillingham, Dobbin, Edwin H. Ewing, Ficklin, Fries, Gar- 
vin, Gordon, Graham, Grover, Haralson, Harmanson, Hop- 
kins, George S. Houston, E. W. Hubard, Hungerford, Hun- 
ter, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Lawrence, Leake, La 
Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, MeClernand, 
McConnell, James McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, 


| Barkley Martin, Moulton, Owen, Payne, Perrill, Perry, 


Price, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Scammon, 
Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Stan- 


| Elias B. Holmes, Hough, John W. Houston, Samuel D. | 


Whereupon the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented, under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 


By Mr. McCLEAN: The memorial of the citizens of tho 


State of Pennsylvania, in relation to the advantages offered 
by Columbia, as the site for one of the national foundries 
proposed to be established. 

By Mr. SEVERANCE: The petition of Betsey Baine, for 
compensation for services of her former husband, Job Ken- 
ni-ton, in the Revolution. 

By Mr. PHELPS: ‘The petition of Pethuel Foster, an in- 


| valid pensioner, for back pay: referred to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHN G. CHAPMAN: The memorial of John 
Cook, asking pay for the services of his father, Captain 
George Cook, in the war of the Revolution. 

By Mr. STANTON: The memorial of the Mayor and 
Aldermen of Memphis, praying the establishment of a ma- 
rine hospital at that place: referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SCHENCK: The petition of certain manufactur- 
ers of saddlery and coach hardware, and of edge tools, in 
Columbus and Cincinnati, Ohio, praying that all descrip- 
tions of steel may be admitted free of duty: referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The petition of William Gleason, 
and 48 others, citizens of the first congressional district of 
Virginia, praying that the laws concerning the navy of the 
United States be so amended as to prohibit officers of the 
navy filling bureaus while holding commissions in the navy, 


' and also to confine the duties of naval and military officers 


to those of their accustomed sphere: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. ALBERT SMITH: The petition of Jonathan La- 


| yard, and 67 others, citizens of Genesee county, New York, 


ton, Jacob Thompson, Tredway, Wheaton, Wick, Wililiains, 


Wilmot, Wood, Woodward, Yancey,and Yell—84. 
So the amendment was ordered to be engrossed. 


HAVRE DE GRACE. 


Mr. BOYD asked for a separate question on the | 


following amendment; which was ordered: 


‘*For improving the harbor at Havre de Grace 
$20,000.” 


Mr. B. demanded the yeas and nays, which 


were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as fol- 


lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Ashimun, Baker, James Black, Bowlin, Brinkerhoft, Wil- 
liam W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Cathcart, 
John G. Chapman, Chipman, Constable, Cranston, Culver, 
Cunninghum, Garrett Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dunlap, 


Etisworth, John H. Ewing, Faran, Foot, Foster, Fries, Gid- | 


dings, Giles, Goodyear, Grider, Grinnell, Hamlin, Hampton, 


Harper, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, Hough, John W. Hous- | 


ton, Samuel D. Hubbard, Washington Hunt. Charles J. In- 
gersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Law- 


for the establishment of a mail route from Le Roy, through 
Roanoke, East Bethany, Bethany Centre, to Alexander, in 
said county of Genesee. 

By Mr. HILLIARD: A petition from citizens of the State 


| of Alabama, praying that the United States district court 


for the middle district of said State be held hereaiter at 


| Montgomery. 


rence, Leib, Lewis, Levin, Ligon, McClelland. McGaughey, || 


Mclivaine, Marsh, Miller, Morris, Moseley. Niven, Owen, 
Parrish, Pendleton, Perry, Pollock, Rathbun, Relfe. Julius 
Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, 
Schenck, Seaman, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Robert Smith, Starkweather, St. John, Strohm, 
Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James 
Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, 
Wentworth, Wheaton, White, Wick, Winthrop, Wood- 
worth, Wright, Young, and Yost—99. 


NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, | 
Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James A, Black, || 
Boyd, Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, William G. Brown, | 


Burt, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Col- 


j 


By Mr. RATHBUN: The remonstrance of John B. Gay- 
lord, and others, against the renewal of Jethro Wood's 
patent for the construction of cast-iron ploughs, in favor of 
any person: referred to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. CLARK: The petition of Thomas 8. Bingen, 
and others, praying for the erection of a marine hospital an 
custom-house in the town of Newbern, North Carolina: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. : 

By Mr. JAMES B. HUNT: The memorial of Phebe 
Breasha, for arrearages of pension due her late husband, 
John Lang, deceased, for wounds received on board the 
United States ship Wasp, in her engagement with her Bri- 
tannic Majesty’s ship Frolic, October 18, 1812: referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of 320 citizens of the State 


| of Illinois, asking Congress for an appropriation for the re- 


moval of the obstructions in the rapids of the Mississippl: 


| referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


By Mr. SEAMAN: The petition of Benjamin J. Cahoone, 
a purser of the United States navy, for relief. rick 

By Mr. HARALSON: The petition of Hannah Jane Ww ic! ’ 
for increased pension, on account of the services of her hus- 
band, John Wick, in the revolutionary war. 

By Mr. SAWTELLE: The petition of Gilman B. sas 
of the State of Maine, for arrearages of pension: referred (0 


, the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio, for a pension. 


: N: The petition of William Armstrong, of 
By Mr. TILDE e pe Ee ai 
B. ‘Tucker, and 30 other citizens of Summit county, Olio, 


|, for a national railroad from the Missouri river to the Pacific 


, ocean. 


The memorial of the citizens of Brazetta, Trumbull 
county, Ohio, asking for a mail-route from Kinsman to Ww ar. 
ren, in said county. The petition of Elizur Bostwick, ot 
Edinbarg, Ohio, asking compensation for revolutionary 8¢T- 


' Vices. 








-_ 


